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c(|fu|'^| TT^ "3lfhT <-i41c-l"4 
( cdftii-’M fNwn) 

( HRRfteftTTcj TTSTfR^ITRil ) 

3Tfil4£5HI 

^ Rc-rfi, 1 2000 


31/1/99-4)4)4,41.—1995 nRNRRIlPfcR 4 )h1^cR ^Pw 3#4pRM, 1975 
iff /'b ( MlfR-cl -CTR|3fr efft -RTNT W^T ft«ft SQ.C'*) RT 30RcrH RT -H0^ uI cT«TT "ProfR!) 

fRTR 1995 Rt NR Tt3?f HR 


(R) Hft&R 


i. Rm f) rtt| M yfs5R rt 3EJRRI foR ttr %: 


(i) PlRtci Rf?)RTf) (fvRf ^RTcfr '-Rdld RfsJRTf) if) efT^T RR %) Rl RRtRT Pi Rif 

^ sfcRtcT #?R^ ^RTTeT y)4>l$dl ^1%R fcf. ft ^sUfl 3?) RR ft (dRsId 

3TW41c}RR |RT f^RT^T ^RT.frfd 3fR TJfFR (fff% ^RcF> MiMId if) 

rr Tpnt)^^c^7n^Tifr PrafPr?r #4^3 fiR ^ rrr 3fR fft 

RR T^feT PclRH.R^ 3pR R3^!T (ftft RRsF RRJ if) R¥T RR %) 

Rt RRf RT RRpT rFTTR RR R, 

(ii) iilfRcblchxlM RRT RTRT icjrq RT? 3TT^T R?t RlfflfR Rt| ft c£RJ ebRd) RT RTT 
cTR, Rr# RpTRTRffTRt RRT RR f) 3)R RT f^R RR R I ^RfeR RfxtRT RT 
RpeRT RR ft McfRsId RR ROT R I 

(iii) RTftTRTf) 4 Rfacblebtrf gRT M'/Rcl feR^ RR Mdlkl RTSR eft 3TTRR RT TTRg ^RT) ft 

mg RTgRt RT 3TTRTTT Rt Rslc-TTR RR RTTR RRt RT fVTR feTR I P)RRT Rt 
RT-PlRH 5(5) R> 3TRTRT RTR efR^ ^ 4?^) R%RTf) 4 RRT c]f) RTR ^ 
3Ui)RT RR R^ f) 7RT, 4fd 3fk TJf^T ^cTTRRFt R) Rjf^TeT f^RT, 
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(iv) STterft % 09 fftEERE,1999 Efft RlftdFft EJERT wft Efft fftft RTEET ft 

ERTRW3TEETefTEW ft RcFTRTET fftdT RRT fftElft ET?ET ETEf^ ftft ft TJEE ft W EfFT 
ft PrjKcTcI <m, ftt EftHRJEW tfftRT 3TfftfftER,1975 cfft WJEjft -I ft 

ftftTTEJeEfREfftF 7206.90,7207.19 3fR 7207.20 ft TTctfcT Efftf^RT t, ft 3TRTRft 
ft Rift ft ufirf 3JEE Efft Rft | fftftEF 21.1.2000 Efft RcF Rjf^ R-f RTTft 

fftW RW aiT fvREft ftft cffY E[ft ^ <pf EjTfR fftR RR ft I 

(v) RlfftEFlft ft EFft WET PlftdEFl (ftREFT sfm WffteFTEFEftftr £RT RReTEEJ cfRTRT 
RRT afT ) 3fR E3WTR ftft Efft ETTftftftEF EJERT3ft Efft Rfft ftftt 3fR fftdR 6(2) ft 
3RJETR W% Rffftjd 4 3TRft fftETRT Efft EZfcfR EFEft ft fcTR 3TERR f^RT; 

(vi) Rf Iftcvft RftET ETR^ ftft ft <^d MI Eli Efft ufTtf RJET EfRft ft Rfft ft f^RFT 6(3)ft 
3TRERE ?TI WjftEI ft ETTai EjfftET fftw RRT fft fftftRET EHRIclfft ft RRHTERft EFT 
ETETE ftft ft fcHkj 3TRft ftRT ft iftftc|cFi/\3cc||ciefft Efft ETETTF ft | WET iftftdcFl/ 
vJERKefft.cfft Ejft ft ETTai TR , RlfelcFT afR IftftETEfft Efft ftftt Rft MfMMei) Efft REF 
Rfft ftt ETftfftET E^TTETTEft cfft ftRft Rf aft; 

(vii) RlfftEFlft ft RTEET ft 'EM eg EREJ eft WET WRIdcbi (IddcFl sift El RlRleFlcF-di filEI 
3Rd£J EFRRJT RRf) efft RIcJdiftcF EJERT Efft ttrt Rift ft^sft 3ftE E3RE* 3TTR1? fftRT 
RETT fft ft TFT eft vjiIe) 'gtft Efft cTEftn ft dlcftl'H fftft Eft 3TRE id Rad EW ft 3TRft 
fftETlft ft 3TERET EfRTR I RlRlcFI Efft Jffft ftf 3RR fldRcg RlfM eft R^RT EfRft 
r| aft; 

(viii) Rtxl eft 3TErfft ETf%ET Efft Efft eft ftRR ITRET ft fft^ ert ^g3Tt ft 

3TRTTcff ft Ezfft TJTRRET cfRft ft fftT? ftftftr vTcTR - ^c<F 3fR EfftTT ftft 

(Eftft^Eft) 3fk EllftlfftTch 3TTEJERT Tft ETiftftEft H^Tftft^TTcRT ft 3Rftei fftETT 
W; 

(ix) JUfftcFlft ft, deh 3 TTT?ETcF ERf^TT, dlR|cF|cFxl)3ft ft ftftETft Eft ftft IR vjTTET 
Eft; 

(x) §rfft ft ft aftftcFTWr3ft ft TlfclRcki EJERT ftft Rf ftt 5TRET ft Rft aft 

(xi) TTTfftEFTft ft fftfftR flETET^ Tft ftET RE^ET ETT^ftf ft 3Hlftft|Ej 3RT Efft RTfftRTft 
glEI EEft Rft ETTeftrfftEF RT^EE ft ERT ft RReRET EfRRT sfR ?ft Rd«lc£| Tft gJIEl 
did ftj E^EET EEIT; 

(xii) fET 3TfftEJERT ft * * *»* ‘ ft fftEft f%cRST gTET ftftftftf 3TTETR RE RE^ET EJERT 
RdRld ftEft ft ftR fftft RTfftEFTft ft fftRfti ft ET5ET ftmftftl ft HRT t I 

(xiii) RF EETEf 1 RRcrft ( i999 ft 30 fftERIE, 1999 ETEfT dft 3?ftft ft ftTR Efft Rft aft | 

(xiv) EEFTFR EER ft EftfRT ftEIT-fftftEft (ftftnftft) ftR i|TR|cF|cbd'i3ft gTET ft Rf EJERT 
ft 3TTRR RE RTEET ft REfrf cR^ftl ft fftftRI ftR fftftt Efft cETRET 3fR ?REE 
EJERTRR EETRET EFT fftftRR EfRft ft fe^ cETRET RTRT ftf Efft r| fftRlft ift R¥ 
E^PlRdd ift Ell RTT Elft fft Elft^ ETSfPT Efft 5ffft Efft ^E EfRft ft feTft RRT RTSR 
Eildl ft EFR RTERElft ^E<F EERRTI REffteT ft J 11; 

(XV) RTfftFTft ft fftETR 6(4) ft TFJEER RthReRrEE WET fftftdft Efft EFTET EJERT ftwft 
ft feR RRRTETEft ftft:- 


1. ) fclftfuR RTFR EFTERlftWE, ftTR uREfTft RRERR 

2. ) ReftftRI ftlftrftftd fel., ^ftR 

3. ) ftftRTT fftEEEF REJR ftfeR tFTft EEET 
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4. ) cftc-'defti C^6| Hid, 'fr'd 

5. ) efleTTcfft ^ tftcdT, WT 

6. ) rUMSlta T^T 

7. ) ^??rftRft ftd wftftfe, ftt«r£t 

8. ) ft^fttftftRTcfft ftd chlMl^d, fftjftdT' 

9. ) Pld^ClP'lcl'dftl ftd eft)+414 C, Pl$j4) dl J Tlcf 

10. ) *Moftt|<r*<#| ftd cbl^ftftd 

11. ) eftftqlftewft ftd ew4r4e, ftta 

12. ) SRftcRdcT ftd Wftlftd, ftftRTTefftftT 

13. ) TTft 1 ‘ I= fTcT3, dldld'lftdRdft cfoT 

14. ) defftcrRftwftt ftc^ dftcT W dRdft 

(xvi) fftdd 6(4) eft 3T^TR 3JNW<t> TJeRT didft eft fed? ftftdfftlfftRT W 3(1 dl deft eft 
HJMTcfoft ftdft 8ft:- 

1. ) H£RI^ ftfaftd fft. df I 

2. ) chc^Fft ftfaeRT d^ofT feT., gft I 

3. ) ffedd fttdftTT ^q®d fcT., I 

4. ) dTTd M ^ftfd^eFcd fcT., fftdvft I 

5. ) ftftd ftl^crRi ft^J., gft I 

Xvii dftd ^dSTRT ftftsft ftlfftd eft jftftft ft PlHfelRsJd eft ftft dft ft:- 

1. ) TT^fr#^, df ftoft 

2. ) ftt 3TT# 3df, df fteft 

3. ) fftcfeft, dft fftcdft 

(xvii) Iftdtep 22.5.2000 dft Pr^snch' (menM) eft dd$r fttiuiftd gft dd 3Tdft ftxrrc 

dTdd ejrft eft fcTTT ^ ^ds|<£ dftt eft 3TeRR ddTd fft>dT ddl 2JT ft? f^d'|cf5 
16.10.2000 eft RRtd drf^RJdft eft 3TSdST7TT ft dlftdftcb ^dcn| eft df ft I 

(7i) ^ if ^ e b i cbtil3 Tt, 3nz n ^ r cif t,f^ 4 i f<jcf>i , F^^ildcb ftft eft atfc sri f^r^g dft 

eft fftxTR 


2. eilfftefilcfiTlfaft eft IftxTR 


ft. ?Wd Wldd^cH ffftdT fft. ft ft. ffftdd ftfteU W fft. eft ddftd ft dftc| 
dftd eft ftd ft dlfftcPT dTdd dft % 3fR 3dft 3djftft ft fftnlftR^d ^ ddp? f- 
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(i) wiRjF T W F r rF) ?wfct tore wf^ w?t sMfrcft fit^f wfw> sfk 2000 

^ 3Tte cwRdiii cfJt TTFTF IJW 3TTTFJST ^FTR 5fWH WFcT |Tf 2,50,000 2l V 
cfft RlftwW STFFT W> FT2T f^FT i)FT clFT 3TTcf5T?t Wt T^FTF Ft? ik-T^FTF FFTTcT 

ft fcrf^rnW wmT err fcF ffw <£T fwtftt g?t sft 1 

(ii) ^ ^F W f^Fr 3TTFTWT FT ?FFRf WT ^FTRT W> FF& W% RPlwlcll t 3fR 

FWFT FFTTF W F<1d tRc^ WMF 4 FFtt FTTF WBFH FIcTT t' «lfeF F?) fclc^it 
?t 'Jft 3T^cT 5ffcl%WT 5IMT ff t I F# WtW FFF FFTTcT W$t ^TrfcT 5TFT t 

Ft? 3TTf FT 3TT 9002 TPTFFT 5TFT F? fcTWT t I FFW? 3cWIW FTWTcT 

t ait? wf*jj5®r fo^ft *jwt Ft wffT 3 ff? F?t # I Fwwt Wri ?T 
tft 15 WFT? F. WTf^F Cjft f^?ft gWT 5FF Fftft t I 

(iii) FTcfr FFfTFTt FT WTFWftF ^F^HId 'tfl-Hel'H TtF-R elCF,t^rsWl FT FtfeTWt 

W> fcH? FtcTT 3TT WFT t I cTSTTf^T, FF,^W>F cFTT rffr W> pRltcfFl ^ ftFcT #W WWt 
A FMfrw WMF *T WtFcT A FT$t W^ft W?T t I t W^ 1996-97 3 cFTFT 350 
3TF^t FTF? ?T FFF? FttF-f^FW? 1998 3 260 FF^tcft) FTF? F? eft Fif t? I 
WFJcf: ^*T W^lHdl W>T W?ef T?t F3TWF 209 SFT^tW’t -Sld^ yfcl efr FT? W? FT 

feWT FWT t I FRF Ft WF£3Tt W> McT 3 FdtlFI ^TWf W? fcfWR F?ct FFW WF 
FFF tf FTcTT t fcP PlwtdFt gFT FdTTF w5t WftWcff FFTW FW W^FcT M fsTWft 
Wft FT t I FTFcT: W^3Tf FT WTFftW WMF % WTFT t^FTT FT WFT t I 

FF WdIddt F7 FTT FF clF yfd<^d TFTW F?T f^T vj% ^FTeFr ^5JW iT-sl wtt 

T?f%Wt,fe)clcFl 3fF J itfdifl fcF ^RfcI ^t Fl^ 3TT^?T Ptdl FT I 

(iv) 3TT^ TM ^ Tt ^ FTFT tF cf5t FTFTtt FT 3FjfrTFTTt t I 3TTf TM FTT ^ 

TJcT 3fT7 FcTJFtt F^tcFT fcT. $[ ^ M cf?t FFTlft FT FFTTFT WFcT t I FlFtF ^ 
^ 5FTFT FTTftcT W§t FT W^t t T TFjft 3TTf T[F ^ T? ^t #TT^F ^F ^ 3 ft? 
3ft7 ^F-^dlW FFTTF WF FW^T WFT FWTTWF' ^ FFTft', 3TTf TJF TM T? T^t 

3FW FFTTWFt ^ WlfxfFT FT FF^tw fcpWT t I FF ^T ^ WTFW ^T W ^WeT 

wtv^F FFnWWTt Ft WTFTf^F STf^T t 3?f^ FF^ FRFTFFFF W# WFTf^TWT W>t 
FFFTT *T ^tt FTfT FFTWF 3TTTpfT I 

(v) f%TJ FT FT^t WTFW, fd'HW) qf^WTFFFnW 3TT^ TM 4t TJ <?T FT 3TFTf£tF 

FTFT ^3TT t. Ft £ZfM ^ FJI^ fq, #RcTF ^F TM^ 3 ^ %-TJefFT 

FFTTcT M WTFFteJt ?JcF FFT^ FT 3^^ fcfTWT t I 

3. FRF 3 FRft mRf>J SWIFiRf fffctf^tRt f^WF 

(i) TTSTFcT: WlfdFI F2TT 3Tf?RjWWT 4 5T^WF FFF W?T f^FW W^g W^t wf^FM3TT 4 
f^WtWTFTF FFT FWfcRjf f I #WT ^eF 3TFWT fcfFtt 3FW FWWW^t 3FFFt 3 "c^F 
#W^F its ^ TMTF 3fTW %-#T ^FTTcT ^ f%eT^,TJt%^,FTfeTWt ’ tM Ft^ 
^Tofr t I c^WF "fteTFF, Ff%WT, FtfeRTt' ^tt FRFTFT WW FW4 ^F7 FFTTFT 
fcfTWT FT FFFT t 3fTW FFTfFR FF M ^t I^TWR fcpWT FT FWMT t I 

(ii) fetIWW:, FTFttW FFTTWFt W?T ^ WTf^FTFFt SRT FfwTRWcT ^WF FR 

FWftWt Ft ^t FTPtF W^l fchil I FRT FTf^ wf^F> TTF, TRFN, f^TWF, FTWT 3TTf^ 
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vj|R 3T*^T \3cMIFF>) F>t iff i?llRld Rfrill \j 1MI Ftflkt 3fk dF^'FK vddFl ^ZFTFF ^ 

F? %TR RbFl vjiHi Fife's' I 'dild R-RRg) ^Rc^d ]RR<pF> -|ggg 1 zfr 
3T3?TR,fR 1998-99 R ’TRcT 3 RRF?T,F5f^Ft *?F Tfrfenff FF c£et ^Wf 12,466 
6dk cPT FF ^3TT 2JT I 'd'F)Y 3TPt FFTFT 1? ^FF FRcftF RcFTFP 3 
ZITRlFFFntl FF f%RTT FFT £ zffc F^ Rpr sufcf Fit RgfFT Ft fR $ kRk 

FTFF t I 


(iii) RFT FF? dRl TJd Ft Rigid) FF FFF t, FFR PRctk lRc| visilRl RfRft Rt ^ 
^ 5mTfckT Pt?f ?t RFFTT FFlRb FlRlFd eRTT "FRF R RR?T cZfTW cf?t F lRfcfr 
'diRsgctU * R F2TT VJ fed Rad F># ijet Ft Rraldi FF RrtT ^et TTReft^T ^5~ d-Hdd 
cfccfeT 0.18 Mfckld 3T2JFT 0.72 FfcRTF g*1dl R, ^'dlRh FirYcKI (ii) 4 f^FT 

t I FM^Fd fR HTTP R RIcf fF, R ^t 3f|g|d) 3fR zRz| F£jY J l fR 
stRtfRn cjk-dR)<*> stRt cR RYp fRR fffrtftf? ftfp fR! R I 

(iv) v^cki Ft 3TeTTFT, fR F?T FF FR| pRRRF ? -i^cfRUi ^Rt f^ R % 

WTPT R ^ 3TFTTRT fR HTTP R PRf R3T FFT % FFlfR Wftift FTPT 3tRSFfFT 
3TRrcp t 3fk vJdgll sfkTct fRfR (fRpR FlRlcfci R RR FT? 3 ^^ ^ 
cP7 PlFIdl RT 'dcbdl t) PiRt RkTP FlRdi fR RFFF 3F?tt t I 

(v) RFT FFT FRPfRFT PiRt W| FF Ref g t, , 3TT^ef F^t RPTet fRfFRT FtRtRp" 
^ ^xkt % f^T tttt Cf5RRr ^^t^WpRkxR^F^WFmTtf^R 

Mlddcni-H cfokTcf f I 

(vi) cR sift R FP ff ^tfiR f % Rk ft f^t wet cR 

^ ^ ^ ^TTRcT ^ 3WTF R WF ZPF f^T FTHT 

1 ^ ^ Tc ' 1c1 W5F ^fiRt \3cMldcRj feefFP F^tf FT^Rteft 

^Rc||4 Fft RPft Tftfl^ | 


4. jjtftd 3f>(ajcf) ^id<| eft RfaR: 


(F^) FTkf RReR IsbgiRRr FF ^eekpt ^3TT t \JcFR - FF R^jR f^RR, cRkfcft, 

RTF RFo FRR Fit Fkkl Rk 3TRtRtd FTftcf 3TTFTctt Fit FTFT ^ Fk R ^RfFT F# 4t F# ‘ 


Is Its, 
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(?3) illfaeM ft eR^ ft ft Fqft<T ^EHT 3lk cRTT TFT ftfacft ft Wlft ft 
TTTW f^Tf%cF ft, fftpT tR ^sftT ft ^ef ft ftt 3!RcT ft! fftftt ftf Tift s>ft ; 


(rf) 3ft flft W ft % ft 'H'Jcplft 3Tt^[ ft 3FJ?TR Titixf 3lftft ft 

gfapf FT xScTD? Cf >T ft TTRcT ftt fftftcl fttft ef 5 T ftlft TUCT ^ t I 


(^l) 3TF 3Fjftg ft fft ftt WeTTEfft ftftt ftt >gft ft ft ?F fftlT RH? I 


5. 3Hfl i acbVv3M ftr cK lT 3 rf cfan Ipt) ^nftt tft^ftfcl) ft.ftt. j. T^T. ft. ft aFffol 


ft. Hski^ ftftrft^T feT. FTT ft. 3ft ft TRf ft, ^RT ft cfjlftftd gRT "vicJIVJ TR 

ft- ‘ 

fa) ^li^l'ft'1 dd-JId eRTT ft ? ?|ftt ft, cTf TFMFd, fuRT W triddftft oFTRU 
v»if^ ,, ii (wcmJftr ^ir) 

fa) ^ ^tpr ft arfftw TFgiftr eft fftr^ ^tt ^ifricbi ft fftim 5(3) (eft eft ?tft 
srftfsftT fftftft fftftfe ft ? (eJipftcRi ^RR cfRft ftt fftftft ^ftsrefr 37FT) 

fa JTEFT <^l eFRUnpTcF ftftl ftt cRfF PfPTFT ft 3fRJTcf t 3T2T3T ^Teftt cRT? 
WRTT?fft ftftft ft?T ft I 

FT ft fft 1 ? trt ST^ftft TR ftft ft 'fPjfcJd Wft *R fftRTR ft ftt 

fa ft I TFRtcRT eft 3TcTTWT, ftsftSFT SRP ftfttfftftftT ftFftftf 3TTF ftfftijf, 3JToT ftf^TTT 
TFftTeT ftclft ^ftift^FT, FTTcT tsft.ft^TR F^fa ft 3T«Trft^T 5TTO f? ft ft[ 

Iftfe M eft TRftT/%-^TcTRI ^WRT eft TJct ftfoft eft (FI ft cM I/ 3 T RF r~ d <ft 

ft I FT 3 TWj ftclft ft ^ftfft ^JTT 7JT7 IR feqfaijj ^ f_ f^ TR Tft fttft fftrJR 

fftRJT W ft I 
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•qro ■sfTT usm : srarnTm 


n 


R. RdTR TJIT ^rNf 


6. dlRRfrraRfrf, Pmldcdi 3fR Rldldcbl CT9TT RFR l^dd^ RSTf £RT RRpT RRRTdt 

rrt TfRrr rtr ir f^RiR f^n wn t r^r cr Fwti ^ rrrtr rrr t 

3fR w Rd^ if ?7T Ride* R7 dRTd RTRcT t RRddtf $ RM^dd dPT?t W 

frdR ftdJT RRT t I 

*T. ftdRItftd RRRR 

7. Rfd ?jR3TTR TTdeft dTf^RjRRT f^dRR d^ 3RJRR, RRT % RTRrR RRRd 

’R7T, #d, ^R ^JcT d> c£>&d> #dcRT TfR d> 3TRTR 3fR ^R-dTRTd R^tR fields, dR dfR 
TTR^r" t I d? RRTTd ^HRJcch RfaRfdd, 1975 d> ^HRjcd? Rd 7206.90, 

207.19 3fR 7207.20 d^ 3t7Pk 3TTcTT t Rt dTdcT RTdtfcR5 t 3fR ^7T RRT d^ dld^ d7 
f^Rft Rd ^ dTKJdRft R^i t I RTRTT#d 3TRTd 3fR %-3TcfTd ftRfRR, dR dfR 

R'dRR ^ RR RcvRl RRd ^R3TTR Rd?ft 3Tf£R£dRT ^ fodT RdT t 3?R fclRt f^R 


21 . 1.2000 d^ gRT TRftf^Td fodT RRT t I t TTd t : 


did 

7 T 0 

3 JT^ kl^M 

dd^cd 

3 TRR^hl 



mih^m 

1 

3 TT^I, 1875 1 

\JR1T i 92 ,qrftl 5 W TI 3 

X 42 


(%-Rdld d< 5 d) 

^ 53059 ^- 27 )'^ 243 ,^t 3 TT^d, 

dfr£ 15 

2 

3 TT^. 1 RT 1875 , >^d 1 ^ 
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(%-3fdl*T #)d) 



1875, #Td 2 

W 1026 


efl if '(-eld) 


4. 

3TT#.tt^t 1875, #>?d 2^ 

^EHc?K'E, W210^1,#tl 


(fa-31dlS #)'d) 

k#3T#^dite X 

46,#t3T#?d^eT X -46 

5 

3T#.I^T 1875, #?d 3 

\> 4, T^T210#J#, ^ TE#1030 


('‘Wddl<y #)d) 


6 

3TTf.^ 1875, #l>d 3^ 

^f#140,W#1035 


( J 1 d 14 #td) 


7 

31#.^ 1875, tfK r d 4 

! ^1^,^ 8 


(^y-ddlil '#d) 


8 

3TTiW 1875, tfK'd 5 

1050 


(^)Y-3TcfFJ tild) 


9 

3T#W 5517, 27# 15 

1530 


(#'-3TefRI 7#d) 


10 

31#. ^ 5517,37 #15 

H^^,^'f15AdT\#1b41 


(#T-3Tdfa #t~d) 



31#.^ 4432,10 #4 

_! 

179, 1010 




[MPT I—1] 


MTT8 PTT TT3m : 3TMTMRPT 


9 



(%-aeTKI *£td) 

W'f 1008 

12 

aiif ..Tfff 4368, 20WPT 2 

^tanf^d 2391 52, wl 

1518 


(%-3TcTFJ '*£td) 

! 


13 

STT^.t^T 5517,35^^6^13^3 

Vd80, Ws(4042 


(%-3TciRT *£td) 


14 


W|4130 


34d«£T(3fdl4 Tt^d) 


15 






16 


4)^ 3602 M 1500 Uptift 



(HTg filial eii ^td) 


3TTf.T^T TTHrJdJ 

41^' 3059 <Ml 1 ^TS 440 


C^-aicfrT^hJT) 


18 

1 

1518 


4-Md«T (-fa-STeffa TTft^T) 


19 

3TT#.^TT 4398, 103 #3TTC2, 

mt 52100 


(3TdRT T^d) 


20 

4368 20 413TR 1 


21 

3749 $ 105 # 3TR 5 


22 

anf T^T 3930 40 #3TR4 T^TSTt 3 



3288 G1/2000—2 
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23 

3ITt T^T 4368 21 fat3TR 1 7?H3fa 28 

# 

24 

3TTf X?TT 5517 27 fat\[d 5 + 7?*73fa 


25 

3TT# W 4432 fatvdafa 


26 

3TT# XJ77 5517 37 fafl?d 5 


27 

317 i fa!7 4368 37 2 <?*P?d 90 


28 

3Tlfa 7?77 5517 3795 37 fatkjd 5+ fa73Tt 


29 

3TTf 7?77 4368 40 t^TSTfa 2 fat37R 1 ^377 

28 



Tjgff gRi fa? ^ clef, Prnfciferd t: 

8. jgraTcRgj 3lt? RUlld<b1 gRT ffalT ^TZTT (fa 

^3TRT 3ff^rRT 3fk WTTcfat fa 3Tfa 73xR 4 37Wldfai afk 

fafacfaf fa cbivJ^el R pMlelRild cfcf? fa? g[ ; 

(cf>) q|R|cpl fa 3TfatI%J 3T?T fa WT 1 fa 3T^TR, fasTcT fa TTlf^cT ffaziT dfa 
crrar 70 ffaofao fa .250 ffaofao sjm gfa ffacn fas fa 3TfaRi 3fa fa?-3Tefra 

faefaH, Q ifa, 'f I ^Ipqchi fa 3fa TPTT % f^FT faarg 'srajafa % afap y^j| 

t I 3 TTfa cfrgj Wtfe fa^" cR^ ^ 5 T TJtfam fa 3 fft wfa fanfa tr fafarfan 

fa vlcMlcJd fa toT ofTdT t I 77? ^ fafacT fan ^FIT t ffa 737RT fafa c^T dMfad 
tffacter fa ftRdfai fa faft ttst^ fafafar fa fat fax? t 3fa? ^ ffa stttr 

^5TcT: fafacfal ^qefr/m^fi fa MW fa fen? Tlfam ffaqi ufTcTT t I ?7T M7R 
dlftcrxcf.Tif fat ^eftef fa 2TF fasr ^17 WxIT t % TJcfd’ 3TR7R fa ffafadd, 377 













[MPT I—T3PJ5 1] 
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RR3RR RR OTifPT #RcfcT R^RR/Wlt ^ faf^mW c?> RTTR 3FR R* feP? ^ foRT 

Rtrt f i qiRtf^w-dfatf % ‘‘^frR^fcr ?t^ qn -sp$w arqq qrtff R^f f^n 11 
(is) cTSTTf^f, ftRTR> 9.12.99 R^ WR ^JRKRTR RTR?ft ^HT YIT^d ^RFTR RR 

RcrTRJ RR, #R 3fk RR>R R* ?JcT R? R7 R?T f^TRffclR ^cfJ #R#R tfg R> 3TcTTR ^ 
% 3TcTTR R^R RT feTelcIRf, RTR RTR^" R> RR 3 fcfRTTT RRT t I RRR R£R3TTR RRSft 7JRRT 
RflR^RT Tf^" RRRt cRT RRTR fcRRT RRT RT frlHRR i)|R)RR 4 RoRttl R^f f^TRTRT tl 
T?# 5TRRR RTfcTRR 3 RTR^T RRg3?[ R* Rfccrf&R 70 fto^fto RT 250^0^0 R> cRTR cRt 
RTTR ^3TTR RTRtft RJRRT 3 fRT f^TT RRT t I RfRRT^R TJRTTR R> RTR^ RTt RTRTRRft % 
cZRW RRT f^RT t I 3TRTcT ^RT 3RRTR RR RRR 'SJR3TTR 3RjfcTR # I 

(R) RfgT RRT RcRTR R> fcrf^RTR RR RTRR t, 5W cR f^RTRRRR RTRRT ?TRT RRT 
R7&RT RftR^TRT ITS R> 3TcTTR affc % RfiRTR R^tcT RcTcSH, RTR, RTRRg c^ RTR ^ RTtf 
t I RT^TRRRTRt ^ RRRTRT R> Rfft^TTR RT RR 3 3TT^ T?RT 1875, RTT^ Ttrt 3749, 3TTf ^RT 
3940, 3TT^ RRT 5517, 3TT^ RRT 4432 3ftR 3TTTj RRT 4368 ^ fcrf^RR M RR TJc^RI 
f^RTT t I RReTRJ RRRffR^t RTTRTft RT R? RRf^RT ?tRT t 1% ^R M RR RRRTR 3ffRTTRt RR 
RRfRtf R5t RRFT 3lk RTJRFR ^PTrRr RRTRpfT R> fcRJ ftRRT rrrt t I ?RRTR £r, 

t RR 4R4lR ^h'STMR RTT% 3?lT Rpft %fRTR 


fcpRT RTTRT t I ^RlfcRJ R? TJ^tcT: RR^ t fc^ R>RRT R^R^Rf ^R RRFT RTfcrf^RR ^R 
M c^ R^R ^ RRRtR t R^RTTfcJo RTfaRRcfTtM ^ RTfc|R>| SFTVqpfrR 3TRT TJccRl 
f^RT t | 

(R) RTRRM ^RRT 3TfcR RRRTR RR 3TTRlf^R R^f ?T RTRkTT RRtf^ RTftJRRRr^j RR 
Rt?R RftRelRT R^R c^ f^f^TRTRTt ^TRT cf>RRT Prf^td M ^ 3TTRTR RR RjcRT cFTRT^ RR 
IRRftcT ^TRT t I IRTR) RTcTTRT RTTR ^ R^TTRRRRR ^ f^lfcT RRFR t^TRT^ RTR^ ^RTt 
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£ 3TRTrfcTcr ftcten, 3R, srdfcp cpt #RT^ccb f^rm gRT rVcftri tr^ ^f!p 

^ f^ratRr uiter c£t rt pcfc fcp 3 *it cfRt ett^t pr 

t 3T8I^T ^ fuRTc^ RRPFRWT WTJJ cZJffi ^T I WRRteft ^ 

Reel'd WT^I 3ftR RrvJnsRT R? Cfft vjTT 'iHefjef) ct-ififo TTg- RtP c^cfeT fcTftR? 
M 4> «rft 3 % 3flR 3#fcp gR<jJ3Tf cFT ^ <# fcP? ^RcRlTcT cPR^f cTRl 

3lldia<*> 3#? \3mWll3Tt ^ sRT WEI 3 ^irfi^cH fcf^u tri f | zj|R|cHc|rdtefr £RT 
^1 Rl 3FRJ R*r % Rffac^FT IRfRT 3II#qd ^ f, cRT ^ RFT cJR cRr 5 
I’TfcFTFJot # 3TtT ^ JnfSfcpT^ 3Tf%*T \3 m 4HI WfeR f^TT WTT ^ 
3fraTT TR Rm cJR^ t 3fR 3TTOTtr TR RT^tM ?JecJ? cRTFl ^ fi p frlRg l cfR^ t tfr 
^tt cfR^ cf5T ciich 4 jraWi 4> fpn? aikiRid vJcfft *r cFtf^ Tf fRtt I ?rr 
3RFR 1&\ chKcli^ vJcvitH'cbl^ t cKlIRb \JcRT ^ 3TRT T3TRTlck1l3fr cpT 3 tRrjR[P 
■f^RTT J MI 1? I ^>41 f^TfcT ^lR|cn|cf>vll ^ f^RT vJcRT I^ST cfr fsTeRTT/RER^TT cf> Rnft 
'Jc’TRcpf g>t t ! ^FT^t 3#F c^cfef 3tfcR wf^T ^ 3ITSIR RR vJcfFl -M ir ^ecf? 

cf?r PFr cfft un3t t, cfr ^ft pr ^ RwR?r* *r $ faufa 

4> flirted ^ cf> ■3TcTT3T, Tft^Rjcch fcTRFT gRT f^ RFT c^ 'zfprzj- ^ | | 

(^.) IFT& 3TeTTc|T, 3W t^Rjf^T SRTTcT T^tcR fPcf ^tcRT 

3fR 3TTR tf%2IT R^tcl McR? gRI f^ 3FKn4cfH # #R#FT 

TTT^T/^^ «iHm $> 3TcTIcfT 3RI ^^41 c^ fcR fcfRl^ tP5i ^cpf^Tcp w4RT R 
vjfR Rill TRJT t 3flR ^ RPl+lidl3Ti c^ 3raT^T 3TRI 'OT^IRWIGTt cpt 

3TF^ cTR^I ^Tef 3RI v5d4lq<*> ^ $> chR u l TTTRlchlchTl^3Tt cfft f^jfcf RR T^cRRjf 

Rrtt £ I 



f Mm i—Tmis l] 


MTCcT ^ : 3TOTMimi 
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<$. ^dW gKT fftq Tpr ar^j: 3Ri fftd^ mfM ^rt rrttt tr ^ ft 

uRR ft illRlchl^rl^ ft 3TRft 3R/M ft RRRT ft fcp Ml'cRWlft 7]W RFTTft ft 
ftp? fft? RR RRft 3Rftg ft 33dft gRT RdRT TRT fftTRTftR RRRR fftdlRTTR 

t- 

" rrr ft rnfftR fftR wt 7ft rrttr cm rpt ft - sjcrr ft t^cTR ^ 
%-WJI R^YeT RTft, fftftcR{ cRT TlftftR, fftlRcm RRT 70 fftofttO ft 250 fftoftto 
cRJ ft ftf7 Rft 3TTft R7T 3T2RT STlft TRT RTdftf ft 7RRJRT 3TR 

StcRT^R ftPlc^lft ft 3R[7R ft | 3TT# R7T fftfftftrft cf^TT 'TRlRfftcR ftftRTft eft 

Tjft fTT RTpftPT ft TTTO TTcPR ft I" 

10. 3RRR ft fft fftfe Rfftcfftt s[RT Rift eft r| ^Rf 7J7*RTR ftftft 3ftft7J£RT ftt 
RRft 7RR ftftRWf fftdR^ HlfM ft ftcRR ?ft cftcR} R2RT ftfftR ft Rft % ftft 
Rftfft c£Ffft ftfftR Rft RRR3RTR RR fftRT ft I fftTlft fftRTR RR IftRJTR 7W Reft^I t I 
RTR 7JR3TTR TTRft 7JRRT ft PlHIftHK Rwpg ft - , 

RTTR if RftftR RRRR 7RT, ftft R2JT RRRf ft ?JR ft RfRRT Rft ft 

ftrftfftcr <^#r> ftftrftR fts ft rptr rsjt ft7-WR fftftrR, rttY Ran 

7l\jftR ft I RlfftcMcMfeff ft TTftft ftR-RRR Tftftl ft'dRft, RTft R2JT 7TRR7T 
ft ftRR PfHftrfeR ftft R7 ft RTRRTtft 7]RR3 eFTlft eft RF1 ftY t f 
11. TRlfft R?RR£ ftftftR fcTO ft Reft fftlT 2TT fft TRR^ cR^ftt RR RifftR RRift cilNcb t 
3ft? Rftjft RF fcRcfRf fftftT ftt ft ftTfftR ftY t ftft fft TTR£ cRg R|R ftY ftftftff 

3RT RTRT ir TJtfR ftt RTF 7ft ft R2Jlft eJlTR^fchdl R? ft fft ftftftfR W! ft 

3Rlftl ftt ftTSRTT f^vft 3TR Rift % RTfRRdft ftt 7JRR1 VJM^1«T 3flT 3Tft 


ffttr ePT fft?P efRft ftY M7efl$ Rft ftt t' I ^dcll^ ft RFR R^ftft ft^?R 3TFP 
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ftfttfftftftT ft yfcrftfM ft fWr ft ^jf dftteiT ftt ftt fft ?f?^ cr^ ft 

WfrcRTT3Tt, ^Rlftt dlfftcE 3[|cj^cEdr3Tt ftt? Wj; fttftt ft ?F^ cRg ftt ftft ftt 
cfSTT 3TRJTcfi ft ftlcfft fttft JTTfftWt cf^T WcH'SJ cfRF? wft eTTfft ?JF fW fftm RT 
Tift fft C^T? ftr?| 3R? f&rwg vrf&ri ftt f ft TTFlftt ftt trW FRIT if Wit #/ 

3T^?rg t fft ftftt ^HT 3TRI ftt cTTW cRE ftftft ft 5TTRT F^f ft ftt t I 

ia. STFTTcTftf SRT W ftjftft F2IT fftlfacE fto ftt t ft, ?RT SRI 5R?[F fft? 
F? vTicJM ft FRcRE FF OclI dctdl ft fft dftft FF dd-lld TFTFTT % RjIFcEi FT ft 
#T^!T SfJsT, Fl^ft ft fftftftu| ft fft? ^qrfFT fftFT FIT ^FT ft, fftft #T^T trg FF 
?FTFTT WT ft I FF 5RF cRFWE 5RF ft fft FFT ?FF^ F?g ftftftRT ft ddTIcH ft 
tft? 5F^I ?*T ft cISTT F% ftnft FY Wnid ftt FT ?^t ft I fftETft ft dMcRH cT^ZT ft FF 
WT W ft fft YRF^ cR^ eft EWT YFReT FFT vEFf sJcFlW eft ftR ft eft T[f ft 
ftFFtft ^Teft Fftcj fttHetd ci^ft ft fftftrW ft fft? ftt 1? I ^Tfft 3llcl'RcK1, fft-1 
ftftftft ft FRiFT ftft fftftt ftt TjTRTT fW SRI ^leRET FYfft ?ft ft, ft FftfftFT TFF^ 
cR^3Tt ft 'deleft ft ttcE ef% 3FTFTF FT ftftftfftg cfRft ft I 
t3. HFNRg #W ffto ftt 3?^% FF ft fft 3TTFR ft ftFF ft ft? ft FTFft ftt 
Mt FFT ftfcFT FFTPF FT 3TTFTfftT FITO ft ft? ftt fttfftcT FFt, ftft ft ftftl ft fftfW 

qrfftETft ftt Went 3ftftk ft I ftfft ff arrqtrr ftcier Wr ft ft «ft ^r t, 
WcH^ fft fftfte WrWt SRI fftWf ftt cEft TFRI dlftl ft ftfttfftl 

fft?T RT ^REcTT % I ETReTeT ft cEFJft ft 3ftftcT Plfftd mfftETft eET UF WeZI t fft SF 

Wr Wr ft feF? MWllftd TlcTdftft ^E ftt ftuTFf?! ftt vjfm W I zraft sW ftt 
Wit sttf ftt Wr ft fttfftF fftRiT ^it ^hcEctt ft cRnfft ^ft «rsrm dftt ^tt ^>?n i ?^r 

IJcER F^I ftt ftft cfcE fttfftcT fftill v5TT ^cEdl ft RjH ftft ft Fft ftt 




[*TFI 1—'1] 
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^TTT cR t I 3Rj/?fET t R> vicMiq Rcjyui if R^ff W^ffER cf>T gfRfjnil RzTRfjffa Rc M r q if 

RRft irtRr ^ ^rtf t I 

14. 3T3%EJ t 1% RR^lWf r^Clelcg mfSili vjfRcfR cfftct ^fifFcT^RlttttRp 

«RFf iRf if <!!lRich| if f^ t[tt snt TRf RRR?rR if iff ^ftt RpifT TOT 

t l ^ ^ FTRT 31 ^t£T t R> #TT^T RrW ^ t «rf^P TOR ^TSTtfr T^ch 

afjjRiRT t I 


15> ^ cF#T RTO TOT t f^F -qf^ ^TT <TOT% ^ RmfRT ^ncft t eft -?T^K ^pep 

■^FTFf f^rfrr ’if -itl afn; ■5^1% 4R«u*i<rci<?M TOifitMiaif ^f gfR 1 ^ 

3T5im t Rr -qT^RhTt -^ft ^ ^rr Rm to f^r^fr Trot totT tott? to -faif^f 
^ctoi %■ i?v4 "if H-scil %, %’?Rq tit'tiK "5TTT STTO 'MIHcif 'if RRto 3nfi 4ch l <l %■ STI^lf %■ ch i qf^^j-i 
^ *tl? 'TcffsTT Rcticicii % Rv '57T ■*tI'|'H<t| if ^ff 4f5H<|tff elh l ^f %" 37T^5T %" ? > | A|f^ zpT ^ 

j-ihi-hi TOt tt-if i^ttt^-^ HvypH'sitTOiTOrTOTOR'^fR-^^^ crojjroi 
^Pd^it^TTOTTaTefTO ^f Rehcidl tf^T ^^>l ^1%^%3Tc^^^T-s TT T^^ T % 
% tot% arfroro it "«rRid tot Ren tofit to fen 1 


STfPtcf IR 5 RT y I ‘-cl cJRt ct vj^ch 3 TRcfTR ^f c|Rfc1 efR RifT RHT Wf%^ I 

16. Zf? cTeJo Rill 'ifij| 1? R? RtikisFR \Scmq cR vjcvfid 3ff%ff \JMiffJ| 3jR 

cT^TR vRT TO RTO? 7 ^ ^cR <£ 3Tf?JR TO ^ R>UT RT WeTT I 3Tftej t R> TJ?TO 
cPT vJwfH 3T^TcF? RsRcfiaft <£ TOS if Rrtt TjTRTT t, RfR RfRft ^TT^ if f c flT HH 
W ^llcll t 3#? R^1Ncll3Tt if ^T T^cp R^tjfli t - ^Rf \3cMlc{ cR vdMiflJl I 3TcT: fuRf 
^TRR tel Vi cinq Cfy r JRflW %ifT RTeTT t vRWhT vi'c^il R^ Rft efTf cTTcR 4 If? ^ t 

f% ni'i %^cT -3til Oi<H ^liciM %.'if ^ff "^tt TFl % I 


11 . STrf^cbl'O SRI ofra: 
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EJcETE EE faciei ^ ^ SifclRcW, ETterft ^ fclEtE EET Ef \3H TF?t EE -EectEI 
f%ET 2TT Rh EX ElRlcblEnll gjRl MlcH'flEft XJdET REFT efft HIE E^t E^ aft fuRFfr RTE 
XJX^Ed ETEEft EfsRjEHT # 3EE XTeEVTld^'d " Efe fifRI XTEFE RcEdE-^ cEf c£T ?t XTTET 
ElflE | cREfa, ft^ETT, ETE^ tfSfl XEEEET efft FtE^, f^ET EX ^ecE REFt Eft HTE E^ 
sft, cf> Elft ft 3REEEFftER EJEET dftt ftt Ef ?ft I ^cfPT EE EE? xftlEEX ERft EFTE 
ETfNErnct % tnk % ftRiRi Eft ‘ ‘^NNr ftfttr % eeite ct«tt % trtrt teRt 
ETft cfarr XRRRT, Eft RT^ TRT fclP^lfti 3T2IET RTif TRT FREft eft EFFJRI %Eft 3FXI 
3TcRf^t Et 3FJXE ft, ftRE % wfteFf ftXT 7 ft EdTET EET t" E> XR ft 

Er#fti?T Errft ^rr ftHft fERT i er reet EifREETt ft rte ett ftt 70-250 fftoftto 
^rm e> RTEEft cEE xftfftd er ftm 1 M Eft E£*ft, xft f^j fftdtE? 9.12.99 Eft ret 

^3tTcT Rtsfeft RfftEJEET 3ftX 21.1.2000 eft 3jfi|[ER ft ftt Ef #, Esft Xfftt t 3#? dEftXEX 
ftftEEf unit fftE? ri xft ft 1 

Ig. ETHFT EXEj 

18 ElRlcElchTli ft ETET %ET ft feE RXTtE gRT EfcElfcd Eft RT Xftt XFE^ EXd; 
<&\ fftfttWft TREE ftftT Tt ETTETef c(5t RT xftt ETd; ft EEEft ?E FEE fftReft f I ^TFft 
STREET, ElRl<ElE)Tl'i3tt ft ETET fcEET t RE Ttftj Eefl J l ETXT RRflfftd EEXJ ETSTT EREg ftftt 
ft 3TRTTfrTcT ET^ Eft WftEd73ft gTXT cTE fftE? EE cJjftcF EIRE d EEfleft) fftfftft?Fft cE 
3EJTTR #ET ETt%E 3fk ^ cR^E ERdE ^ ETEH E^fcf E^t fl 

1cRtE*Wr f|d£|^ ElfM ERI 3TFt E? ift dEo f^ET EEJT t feE ET%Elft 


ETTE 3TTEE ER^t 4 3RRRT c^cR|u| 3ETET E^ f I 



[HFT I—TsT'JS 1] 
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19. FF cTejf fpFT FFT t fcfr PPrpF dTJeff/ FT^FF P PFF P FlddPPt FfTF p FTpFFp P 
FF dFp Fp 3tF^H FRcf T|F diF igd) FR p f’ 3pR y RIP eft Pbcftp cf5t ycftlRld FR 
pFT t P> PRfd, RJF 3pR cfTFF MI$MF PPRd 3tfcP=T FFTF P feR t 3fR ^FFF FFT 
gTlP P FFTF FR FFTF P>Fl FIT FF^dl P I FTPfhP FF PFR FF p fp p] h cRT Pf 
field'd, 6|lP 3pR FpFF PPt Fpp cfdg p 3pR ^Rf FFTR ddFF FFFtF pFeT PfFcRT 
RJRf Fp FFTp if IPdl v5fT RTFFTT P, cRFF: Rfpt dpi p, PdlP) RFR FceRI fpFT FFT 
t [3TFR FF Fp Rlpt P Ft PfcTF dMiflF P tcR PfpF/FFTTFF/cFFF FTFFt Fp 

FFTR FcFTg P RF P Fpf FTFT FTT RfFTFT P I PPt FTHdl if fPfpFd FTfpFFp Rfpt Fpt Ft 
FFTp | 


20 . Jnterft gRT fttw 

TpFpRT d^RT/FTFFRT P 3TTFTcff P fed IF? FTFFpP Fft? Rt wfPcT FTFet if, FF 
dccfe fpFT RT RfFTFT p fP eTT^F FT^F, PfefF FT^F 3flR pFcR FI^F P fpR FTFFT: 
7304.10, 7304.29, 3pR 7304.39FP 3TeTF-3TeTF PPfT ^RFT FpfFRF RfRsFfp p I ^FFf 
FF RFR cfk FR FF FFT Fddl P fP FR FTFFt FF fPfpR PPtFcTTFp P RTFF if 3TePT P 
ifellRld fpFT FTFT P 3pR FTTFfcT P RTFF, 3TRTF P RpFRJcP FF-PftP FF FeetTI FRFT 
?TFT P I FF fctFR FRrt gF f^ #FePF F^JFF/FT^FF F?t if 3TcTF-3TeTF fctR^ t fF 
^ftFTFJecb cMflcHuii FFF if if 3TeFT-3TetF ^eFTt cf>t Rf ^ l R^ I F^t 

Ff t I 


21. FFFtFF P4F 3F^TR FFtTF ffc F°?F if FFTtFF (#FeRT F^t yldct |F?) 
Pft TFp ^ FTFTFFF gRT FSTFT FFT Pf^FT P FFT t I FTF # Pffe FTpFF^t 
FF FF FF^ FFft F^t ^FT FT Pt FF^ F^ P PPlkf Tf^t FF FFpF pFef F7JF 

P FFlP if pTFT FFFT t I FFFtFF Pt ^73^ gF, Pf^ FTpFF^t FF FIFFT t Pt -Epc^ 
FUTF gRI fFFRTEfP FFTTF FTt FFTtFF PFFt P 3T4 p PcR Fsltg ^Pf P 3TTFTcT Fp 
FF 7# FR^Fft P "FFTF FF§" P F7T P pFT FF "?gT # I 

(f) fPc^ ggtF , FTpFFFvP sip TTFpFT FF PPl 3Tp fpFP 

22 . WFFtPt PFFMcP P PfFF 5(3) P Fg 3pf&F #- 

TJF-PFF (I) P Ffd J fd fPr FR fPPt 3TTpgF P ST^FRF P PfpF FTpFFp Fpf 
FfTF cTF FFT Fpt FRFT FfF FFT p7:- 

(ft) FFTF FTFFF P Fpe£ vJFFFFP gRT fttPff P FFSp 3TFFT FRfP PPf P 
5TFTF FP FFF p 3FFR FF FF FF PPRd F FR P Pt FFF 3TTpgF fPo^ FFTtF gRT 
3TSTFT FFFp 3TR P Pff FFT t J 


3288 GI/2000—3 
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^ ^ f^lfcT P gpf WEI Hjp cfft gfqt grpRpI cET RRS Rg P 

gPt gTcT gP^ RRTTggp gg f^TT gp^ vJlgRT gRT M rt rrr- gRpp «£ ^ 
RgtTgg gg 25% P gRT ggcTT gT .“ 

RlMcfcxiui:- gR PRFT <P RTpgg gP RR f^TfcT P Rp£ RpTR gRT RRgT RRgp 

3ftY P Icpgl J |i|| wm RERTT iff^ ^RTqfTT RRSp RR Rp£ vl<NIgcfl gRT fcpR RgT ft, 
f^RRPT RRTTgR RpgR gg RRpR RSggT Mg gRp gTp, pRTPt RFTRT ft, Rp£ 

^ J| g> RR HFT gRT vidMd RHFT gRg cp ^5R RRTTgR gg 50% £ Site ePfcTT 

ft" I 

23. f^rfcl M Rgq 

MPgg gg Mg gRp gTct f|cR<g M gRI gg gcp Mt ggT t fP> gf dT M 
f^RRt cp PlgH 2(p) cp 3FJRR RpFT gP gR gggR gR'+Md fPgT ggT p RlfP 
^TgH g^ cp fPfPgpT P Rp Rpt ERcj^ vidHIgcpl gp g||fpR fpgT RT Rep I 
cTSgf^, Rgg RcgTgg> RRTfPf gffpT gR^Rt cp RTgTggP p u£% p Rp TR# EpfT RT 
^fegcTT P I RTp gf Rjpg fpRTT gRT % fP? glfpgg gg RRpg PM gfMg pppR RpR 
gcTTg fP. (3TTf^RRTggcT) gM PPM pRH R^g foT. (RTfvR<RM) p g£R f, fpRp 

grtg 3igPf P y-igcg cR^ gg rtrtr Mtt t I rtP gg Pt g?rrgT rrt t fpr PM 

cfgT RpTTRTTRp gg RTHRg REgR t 3#? ppf WHRg Pf^Rp f 

3TT^RptgcT, 3Tlf^RRTggcf 4 1.1 gRtf WJ ^Jcg $ ?TgY ETTRcT gRcft t I 

24^ Mg grp gT^ flclg^ gPfgRT3TprgfHgtMT7Rnf% gTpRPT if 
g|p(cp|cf>Tlt3tf gRT vjfctlRgcl vScgj^f cp[ HltfgR PPgH, gRt sfp gE3M ^ g Tf gcp 

^ ^ * 3TT ^ ^ ^ TjcgrM Mod, gRt 37 P ^ntt Mr gtr f^rgi rtr gfr g^ 

1998-99 HgPrgH 7.5 PrfcRR Pt. cTT fM^T g5T ^TcgTgR (cpgT ggT gfp 
gTPfcprgrclt 3flR RhM gRj MjT ggT vJfTTgg RcfTgg gf HTR 2% t pRTcPT 

3T^ gf M tr gTpRPT gTg? gR% gtt %Pr Mt l3TFTgfMfMggTt% 
gTpRpr *r vil^iPad M gg Pr gpg 3TgPr gr M Pr rP gf^gT ^Pr Mr cp. Pi. 

(yg^RRpRt) gRT "viRHg-1 fcpgl RgT t | PM gfRI^ fcl. ^ RTg 3?gPr p 

Mr Pr Rp WJTRRftPr P Rg^r CR^ gp gRRT: 346 Pr.RR Rp 278 P. 3R gP 
Mtggp t I 

25. RgpgcT RgP P RRIR R7 f^dgg MsTgRlt ggft P cigt pgT t f!p g l PcblcbTlt 

Rp RMgP cp gRI gx!Help gg gplPPlcg gRp cp gp p ^p Ryp cpy cptf 3TfPgi 

M t Rp 'Hg^vHK RTg RRRf gR pt Rpp gTM I 




[ I —1 ] 




19 


26. wftj^l-n ■gUT YM 

rnfftRift ft wy ^ fftY wft ft Y?ft affc %ty^ ffct qgf gRT 

fftY rpr fftc|c;ft| R M^ld iff 'Fcflel vieiftl ft ^41 fftfftw W?YYft Yft fft ft 3fr? YRY 4 
YftcT ft W$t§ vicMlcjc^' ft tftw YTfft ftY^ ftft ft f^Y ^gfprj gft ^ 

WT YTYTYT W Yft I YYft WTTft 3 YF Eidldl YYT t % ft??ft 3TTFW Y=f 

^41 <H feT. ftoT ftt YEf> YBTYcR cR^ftl, ft 1998-99 ft YYY ftft YY H32 iff. YY ftf 
vicMKd fftYT 3ft? qlfftcRi ft ^feftRsd YYYdeft cf5t iftgcR? 3RY YYTTYEfft Y> YYY ft 
ftft ^YYT YMcH<Y Y# ftt I fYfeTY, YYYfYI ^[YYT ft 3TT£nR YR ~ ^ |f xjcb I ft fft fftf ft tY 
YeYY 3ft? ft?-YcTTY WTYf, f^eld^ 3ft? WftFY <£ cJRj’ ftft cRT YYTTYY dlRjcRl ft 
sifc^HRan YWdd YYftcT WT ft 3TfsftR ftft CRT Cf5t# YT3Y Yftt t I 1%fft ft 5TFT Y? fftYR- 
EfvFcT YRY vidHiqi STYYT ftf ftlv^jfl 3TYft-3TTY ft ftYY Yftf t I ‘fftrfcT" YY ftrftRUT 
YYTtY ft RYftYft cf> ^TTST-YTTST differ.Iefrdfort gRT fftY YY ftY^f cREJ ft Y RdffteR 
YYTIYY ft fft?ft ft ftftfftr RTTSY ft 3TTYR Y? YRYT ftRT ft I 

27. W^T YER ftYY cRT YFT ft YlfftcRI cRT fftfY YR ftr f%YY^ Yftf ft 3 T T 4 ^>H^h 41 ft 

^ ft ERRUT 3TT4YWRTYYYF ft ijft ftf YYTYT t, ftf YYY ftft ft 3TTYTYeR t I 
YTRim YR^T Y7 ER qiYl YYT 2JT fcR an^YW^t ^RT fcRr YY 3YY1Y ^cER ^ yWy 
Y> 3TRnfY 3Ycf f 3^R 5RRR ^TYff c^ cnftlvrtj if Yfcff^Yt Y# Y?f Y^ f I 
f^YfcR 15.07.99 c£t YTYYM RTYYt f^Y YY ^ftYY c^ gRT, YTftcRTft <f> YRT 

'ieiVl eft yRyTYT ^ eg cR^3Tf Y> f^Rff 3TRIIdcR eft FTRfeT crR 2TJ Tjft 3RTY 
Rl^f cRT 3 TRTcRR t' | YFfft 3YYTcff eft Y^jfcT 3fR ftft eRJ-MPlft eft tRYY Yrftf e^ 
YY eft ^3cT fdR'C YTf^eRlft ft Y^ffY eft qRYTYT ft Snft.YY.YY.Y.Y^. Eft 

FTfftcT YRft ERT fftuR fcTYT ft I vjIIY 3TETfft efr ft^TY cTYYY 80,000 ftt. YY e^ cpcT 
YYTTYY ft ft 3TTftYYYYYYef 3fR ^PTlcT ftt^YT fft. cRT fft^YT YiY ft 

YYTlfftY YcfY eR^3ft ERT eFTYY 49,000 ftf. YY cRT F^TYT ft 3ft? ^Yft Ylfft cR I YRR crR 
Efft %1ft ftftftf Yft ft YTTft ft | 

3TTYTY eft R^HdY YTYT 

28. 3TTf^eR ftYTYTY, EjftY ft 3TYft g^Y ftfR YY ft, Y? YEP ^T YTYTYT ft % 

^ ^T^cRft ft 37JYR, YfftT 3Rfft ft ft?H ^ftY ft YYTTY ERT YRY Efft 

Met ftft eRT fttft YT5Y Yft ft I 3TYft 3 T 5 M ft YftcJ YYTTY ft Y? YYTYT ft fft YYftft 
YTfftYY ft ft ftYY ft Ift^Y ^JYYT YTYR YR ft ftt fft ^jftY ft YYY IftRYt ft 3TTYTY 
1739 ftt.YY ft |Y ft 3ft? fftTYeRT fft^T YRY ft ftY^f IftRYf ft <£R 3TTYTft ERT 
5.68% YYYT ft I ^YlfcTY, ^fTY 3TYfft ft ^ftY ft ^Y 3TTYTY ‘^YcFT ftfYT ft YRT Yft ft I 

Mllftc&ift gRT YTTY 

29. WET eft ^?n3TTY ft YFTY YTRicRicRxiM ft WY ft Y Y t W T lft ftft^ ftftj ft 
ftEfe Y^3Tt ft 3TTYTYftr ft ftYY ft WT ^YRY5Y ft WT ft fft ftReR ^Tft ft W5Y 
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TRRR M sft I RRlfft WRM eM Eft Rft?R ft FR RTSR Eft rMr Mt Eft 

fen? FREfft Mft 3fl7 WHlfM RTSR RRt eft Mt RTRTRRT t I ^t.ftt.ftt.3Tft.RR. 
3TRRT #RT^ccE MlMl'Rft ft ^JERT Eft 3TR7ET ft EfftfcF hr, fftftRR RRT REftFR Eft 
3RRTTcff Eft ftg-RR Stfft Rft R& M t; PlM tTTMrft ft RRf eft ^3ITR R> RETR 
TTR^cf T[RHI R> TTcRFR R> yMM RR MMi RRT 3TTRIREft RRT TREpT M RR 
RTSR RR erRTT RRft HR Mr fetRT t, fftpFtft RTTR ft RFRtR ftnr £ | TlIRd'cft RRT 
M Rt SRjftft Eft 3T1RR R? Mr ft ^ 3tTRTcft Eft ^RRT eft ftRR ft Efft^ RTTSR Rft ft 
3fR EpfT HrMf fftMt Eft FRTrM RsftR Eft fcfRft ftt Mdcb' ft RTR Rftf fM 
^RTfelTJ REFR ft RTRTcff Eft ?]RT M FR MR M RRRR ERRft ER fftftR fcTRT REJT 

t I 

R. FTRR RRT HlMlft gRT HWM ^jcR Ttr fftM EftqR ft Ml ft fftiR RR Rift 
eft EHFH 


30. RRT-9 Efj(l) (R) Eft 3TRftR, fMt ERR; ft RTHR ft RTHRR ERR ER 3Rf ft: 

(I) RFRTR ER^ ft feR ERTFR ft RTRFR RR ft dcffttR eJRT RTR ETF IMreR ftR Rt 

ftc? ft RRRtR ft fftfftrT ft fttRTRR MRR RR-RRT (6) <ft MfR f^RTRf Eft 3TRRR fM 
RRT FT ; RTT 


(II) REf cRTRR Eft RTRPR RR ft MM ^ Rr R^ RIRR # RfRR ER^ Ef5t 

f%^| R ft RI RfR f^RtREP ^?T RT SIR E^ R^ RIRR ^ fMR RRTR f^rfc! RT ft?l^ Efft 
EER HTRT E^ RTRJJ f^5t RfxfR qfcTRT R^t Ef^t RR RTEJRft, cfR RTFTPR ej^R 
ERlf ERE ?IRT - 

(Efj) RfERR RTg ERT (JRRRRER R^TplfEl ej^R RIR RRfEFT Mcl MRER ^1 RT 5TR RT 
RTT 1%# RTT^ERf cftRT^ Rl %RT RTTR fuTRRTT f^RtRni RR RTR (6) e£ 3tcT^T RRTR RR 
PfETETt ^ 3T3RTR f%RT EJRT f[ ; RT 

(E5) RREtr RT^ cTR ^ RERI R?^ R^t RRTTRR cTFRT; f^TRT^T 5T?lRTplR>' 3fft RTRRR 
RTRR RRT cITR ^ fcTR RRRRR R% Rf FT f^TRRH MRH RRRTR (6) E^ RfREfR 
EfRTR etr PtRETT E^ 3IRRTR f^RT J |i|l Ft; 

R5Tct % ^ ERRet ^ RFI ERT^ RR 3RRTR RRRR EfTet Rf ^RR fcfRRfT ^ 
fEfTRT ETRT Ft RR RIFT RTg R?t Met Rlet FtEFR ^ RTFHTRTftcT fM RRT ^t RT 

M RR Mr ER^ 4 RRtTRR R# fM RTFRT Ft RT fMR rM Mt EfTtf Eft 
EpTHTRTEF EfftiRT R^t Ft RR TTRRR ej?R RR fft?M RRRR RTet ft FR^ ReM Eft 
RRft ft fftTRT RftftRt I 



r 'TFT I-Wl] 


MTO! ^>T : 3TRTCTRT 


2.1 


31. ^ RR^ R> Pld’idcp'i R>T RSRTRoft sft I RR R> c^ReT RR7 

PldldcP 4 3TTWef cpPPle % PfafftR RRR # RIRRr RR]R R^ eft I 

RRR^t RRT RRcTSI R^RRlf Rf ^RRT R* 3RJRTR, RR*pft RR^ RTRTR R5t R^ RTRTR 3 

^rrr rrt rtrr 4 Mr rrrt Mr rM rt rpr 3tM rM t i rrrrt RRRrf ^ 

^dHI cfc 3(^K, RP&cP cpt RR Rldd) ^ RTR *Jc*4 RR RKd RtT Rqfa fcbRI Rff R?T 
t fviFT rSM RR R^T 3 txf RT RT f I MdcP RTR RRRRI RRRTf Rf 

^ERT RT 3TTRTC RR, RIHM ^JcR RR 3 TTRkRT fM RRT t RRT ^ffcpR, M?ft RT%, #RT 
$<RllR R> RR *T RTRT M RR RHIRHdi R^ ^Tcft R? 3IRRTR 3RfTfcT RRTR eft Rf t I 
RTRR RTT M RR PrM R* RRR xf Mr, R3$?ft R1RT cT^T 3RR M R? feTR RRIRTRRT 
RR M fcpRT RRT llRTcT R? 3FjRTR ST^rIcT ift RRTR R>t R# t I TRtMtIRRTTR R?f R^ 
RRRT c& 3RRTR RR RTRR RtM MlRT RRT t I 

32. RRT RT fM 3RR fclPlH^dl ^ Mftd RRR R TJRRT RRcJR RT?t cfft % RRT ^R 

RR Mr R> MdR>VRMdl3fi Rt M RRTR RTRT M f3TT t I RTRFR ^ R> 
RTRR 4 cptf ^JERT JRcJR R^t cf?t Rf t ^RfcRJ Rltellt ^ RRTRR c$\ R^pfcR 

ciMId cfc STTETR R7 ^R c;?h ^ RIRPR *^c^l Plcplcl^ ^nfRRT^ Rlf^RPTRRlt^ft SRI 
vJCTeW Rf ^JRRT R? fcfRR fcpRT t I RT^t RcP Mr R^RR cPI RRR t, RR^ 

RR3Tt c^ 311i||debt ^TR RRR fcptr RR RRRt $ 3RRR RR RRcTRJ ^JRRT RR 3RR?Rcp 
RRFfpoTti $ 4!Wld cpI^Rl ^RR RR Wr cf^RR f^l'cpld^ ^ fcTR ^^HIcH fcpRT RRI 

t I 

33. RR Plilidth 


^R? p| i|Vd <^7 r^l Pi HVcfr3Tt ^r RIRT fcpRT t fcp RftR 3TRpr ^"RR RRR cpt 

Ptr^R Rff icpRT t I RR^RFR RTRrM pRTRt c^ PrRR-22 ^ 3TR*tR RR PpqtRcp RR 

^ ^R Pld'idcpl R5t RfR ift ^ RRcl cpt Pdld cp^T ^ RRft^R 3R^RR cpRR ^ ^^dlcl 

RRTR cp\^T cjft RRRR ^ I 

34. RTRRRTfvrR 

RcfrRR RRRfiEI ^RRT ^ 3RETR RR Rifted ^ ftx|N|£ftd RRTTRf c^ feTR RR^ ^RT c^ 
RIR^ ^ RfrTRlR R> RR % (f^R eff^RR RR RRIRWr! $ RRRTR RRc^ % RR ^f) 
pFRTRRTR R1RR RlfuR PTRRcR t: 


C[R RR PlR'idcP 

Mien Hif^n 

RRT 


(1) A. 3RRPR ^R^TRTRf^PeT cPtf^R 

10.37 

(||) 3RR MRep 

73.86 

^FfR 


RT*ft f^Rfep 

MJ5.12 
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FT. STfrT 

35. FEE f^FT-11 ARcR-ll c£ ARTifd RW STfcT RT f^Tchlell TSfrcIT % eft 

f^fpf if 3£il J l cEt ftf cj|ef) arfet cET ^ FtET I ^TTT"rEcT EFR Rff 

tfei trszfr rT eziH if w riri, fcRi mf^rei t-Erfer AnRcff qft etr rre if 

WfM EE§3it E?t EfrcRf EE FRET ERE RET iftft ERAtf eft F R I Echf EE ^ 3TRRfl ' 
cET hRu|| 4) ERE" I cffhReft EE ETfcR 3TTET?ff eft PHTTcT EE fctETE ERct RRT fR ETF E^t 

Etfn rer retret rtstt eet $ % eet rr if rtr frte Eft gfacr Eft ^ert if 

Elfed 3TTETcTt ET crD-Hct)' if EEfR f^RTEd 3TT^ # ZTT cRJT RETcff cET ERE EEW 
Errar if ceWi E>t resit er eert et dffHdi if Ffif ETcft Eft errt £ Eft 3 ^^ 
EHEft EF e# tfcft 1 

36. ^ f^EE 11 efr RTfa 3FJEW-II (iii) if EF REFET t "fbRT RHcT, if 

'RRE cET 3TTER Tfcp £ 3T%E ^fff it fRT Ft FRfft RcE RSI ETFEM ERE 
Ft E?t Ft eft fdfeJ^d ElfEtEnfft ffft AHEIcii cfc ERT cET EPEsff rte % i^REIER c^eJef HE 
cE^TT RE EF EF RrdlRcl cERT t feE 5R^cE ^?T ft fcfR Rt ^DRTTeff eft "stR if RSlTfxR 
Ff^T RffjR fttm TJeE Et RE if fa? R? 2 Efa?TH ft 3T%E t ERTET flET RT ffa? 

srraicfl Eft RET FRR EFJ Et RETeff E5T 3% t STSIcfT uf^f ERfeE cET f^zrtet 3 
% fr cEE t EFt REHft WJ it 3TFITc[ RTH eRT^ 3TRTRff RT 7% fr 3T%E «PRT t; 
3ffY 3tRnfcET 3ftY RTR '$> 5rfcRE£rf E?f f^lfeRff cEt ^ 3tRITcft 

^ TR Ff^E Elf^R FExT Rieit% #RT ft 3tfacE t I 

37. ttrRlcElf] SR EfF cETrl f f^I ' ! ?R eTSTT ft ^ 3TRTcTt ETRi cET Elf^R E2IT 
FRf^t ETET f^erff^cT ^ 3tfetE> t I 3TTOTcff <$> tTETE cET RERft RT ft ATR E e R cERT 
ufxTct t? cFtTlfcb Es|^ ^?ft it ^ Pl^fd clot EotEct ERcftE 3 MR if ERc^ FFltE gRj 
ERTfctcT cfotEFt RSI ^ftst jrfcREElf cEY T^t sft I 

38. ETR if ^ FFItE tr 3iRRtf ft EF^ cfi^ ffERT eftt eN cR^ fat ETfstcETft 
^ &K fop# cf> 3t^Er-|| (iv) <$ ATJRR $ft ^Ecfif qR f^RR f^R f f^RET FRIR ^ 

f^tfcl ER EETE EFcTT FRTRT, SIEdl-dMqVl, f^stO qft REIT, RRRR, ^RI f^fftt 

tnf^I , Ff^R ETR 3iU ETfuR 3TT^- | ' 
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3TRTRTf fa dTdTT fa.dd 3 



RrRf 

fad 

HElfiH 

3Rd 


1997 

22640 

1248 

i 

0 

154 

27042 


31608 

3912 

3016 

4456 

42992 

gftg drgfeT 
(dt dfat) 

34918 

3155 

0 

1587 

39660 


Rfag fait Rt §d 3TRTRff fa dTdT 1997 # efWT 24000 fa.dd Rf ffadR gfat 
fag 3Tdfa $ dt fatdt *T 38000 fadd ?t df t I 


39. Efa| dfad gd ddlldd fadPJdR RgT #:- 


dddgch 

1996-97 

_I 

1997-98 

1998* 

1999** 

ifrbi?cT 

(?) 

26025.88 

34042.72 

28969.66 

16865.18 

gfa RRT gRT d 
def 

33485.00 

66620.00 

. 

44373.53 

32125.47 


59510.88 

80662.72 

73343.19 

1 48990.7 


* fafa-faggR, 98 ** gHgf|-ftld*dR, 99 

dM^gd Rt dg Rd^d fad t fa Ejfa^ vTefPT gJ dcdldH 4 fafa fa fa ^Rft 3Tgfef 
A 7# MW RdR fa d^dT 3 3Tddfad fagd gfa t I 

40. falter fadd 

FTfafa 3TRTTdf fa dldT 3 erfa t dgfa Rfag faff f^Rfa fa gfad fad 

dfg TJeg 3 ffadR pRIdci 3fa t I 1998-99 ^ fag RRT fa 3TPTRT fa fagg gfag 
15 207 Rdfa jrfcT fa.dd fa ddgR fag 3{gffa fa falRTd dFTdd 11000 Rdfa JTfcT fa.dd fa 
fa fad fad fa igd 3ddTg fa gfag 13,770 Rdfa fa EJdg3R 9388 Rdfa 5TfcT fa.dd fa I 
3ddld fadd fa 3df ^RT ffadTgd fa EJ^ \jfad fa 3Tdfa ffafa gfagg gdT g>dfa fa ffap? 
RTE2T fadT W ffadfa ddfa fafa fafa dd Uffa^d JT8T8 W fa | 

41. gFTdT ddfad 


dfagdgTdt gRT gg (dfafa fagT dgT t fad ffafa Plffad fafagdfa gRT RTRIlftd fa 
fagr dgT fa ffa ^d glfagTfa gd TRfadTeT Rfag JTgdd fa fag Rfffad ffaffad^fafa fa 3 Tedg 
fad fad- 3 TcdT 8 ^RdTcT fa Qeldd, 8 Tfa fad RTfagRT fa ddJIdd facj fadT vfiTdT fa fadfa fag 
df? fag gfa WT dfat fa I fatfadt fa 3 TdTg Efafadt ^ Rfdd gd ^drlHId ^RT^ JTgdR ^ 
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ftcte^T, gR* ftft f ft TO ft fcR) gpft gg ggRT fftgT I cRTTf)), ftg^ gggg ft 
f^eTE^T, ^Rf ftft glft^T ft vJPTTgg ft ftftg ft tg?R vJgftpg ft)g g'cgTgg g>) ggg RTgT 
^ ^Plf?Hd gRgT gRTSIT WT ft 3fk ftg^ g^ft) ft) gFT ft 3TgTg ft gTf ftgTgdM gft 
ftglg ftft ft gcglcgi gft gPT gRgT W I 

42. oim ^ inf^r 

3fRTRft gft ggg gftgd gfte^ gftlg gft cffhTcT ft ggft) gPT eft gfR gg gggTgp 
cffW ft ’ft gPT eft ffttfft Mfft'llg’W'M ift?) \Tgftg gft gftgp ft cfT^ft gftg fftgft yTfft) ft 
^>fft 3f[ft ft | gp g>Rgft gft gg[g ft fto "^Id ftpggef ftftgT 3ftg fto 3TTft ^ i^n; 
gel ftp) gft gTCT ^3TT ft I 

43. grfft ftftft fftzsft 

^cffcRT ft ^fttP gRI sftft ft ftftg ft fftp) pi) fftpfcllftld gift gft Tjftft ft) 
^Tlcftt %~ 

($>) gfg^g ftftt ft ^g- g^ftf ft 3TRTcft ft ggg gig ft cftg §ft ft; 

(ft) gft, gftfP ft gTRR fftft ft RrMc± 3TTft ft; 

(ft gft viej'l J l ft g’4g ggft) ft dcMIdd ft ft[W 3Tlft ft, 

(ft gft gftp ft) stwr gqfti ft cfft) mi ft,- 

(ft gft gftp ft) fftgft ftftft ft ftft) ft pRIgg 3gft ft; 

(ft 3TTgTcft ft gft gft)P ft) fftft) gftggj ft gift g^cft gft ft, 

(ft gft gftfp ft) ^rrmr^cTT ft aggfftg^ ggft mi ft i 

3TcT: HTfftggft PR fftsfft fftcMcHc) t fft gft gftg gft c||)dlftcb aifcl ft I 
T jft^ ft gft dftd gRT PPP 3Tgfft ft gtgp arfft ft ftsfej ft fft) tjtt g|g) ft) 

gfe ft) Rift) ft I 

3 *. cbRUlIrHcb ggg 

44. ct>R u ll'rH<4> Pgg ft gift ft gllggp gp fftftei C^ftf grft fftfslcg Rft gRT fft) Rg dft 
fftRTJfTR ft:- 

(ft) \5ft)R ft ^?T, ftft 3fft ^ftR ft ft)ft gift 3TRTRT) ft gfftg ft TTggftft) 

ft) grPT ft) ft | cfSITfft, v3dft gRI IRgcT 3TTSTRT ftftft) 3l1cf>5t ft gR ^qRT ftfcTT ft fft <^ef 
3ITgIcft Wf 27 JrfftgTcT 3TT7TRT RIMH ft ftfgft) W fftgT ggT ft ft) ftg^g ftft) ft) ftftrftf 
ft gpft) gR[ ft | gg^g: u)|MH ft fftg ft) 3fft gig ’Jcg gig ft ft) 3gft gig ijeg gg 55 
Mfrigid ft I 
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(^) ^ 3Hcr>ie^j RT§g gt 3 JR}tR *t g^c[ EJe^TR ^ ERR ^ cfc£ f^T t I Ejggg gg 

^ fcH RTqPT % j|EJ Rg^ 3RgRTt 3t E3% ;JERRH ^ |3TT t ggtf% ftlR TTTFER ^ ERtTH 
^ F^T 3TRTRT f^RfT t ^ Ejggg RTFER g# t Rk F^ ERRR g^Rg 3TPTRTI eft 
MRuiH^^q Ejgf ERRR ERT ^ERRig F^t §RT t Ef^T Rfft ggsft f ^etqu [ ^ gg gg f^jfc 
cfRcTT ft I FF Fl'g ERR <y|*H EJcRTg E& Rsefig> f? R*fc FF EJcRT FcRR c& RfcTR vj q~ jj)j| gg 

3??J^T n3RTc^ UTFctf TR RTgift^gf t I FFt F*t ?ER %fet ftRRft t RFT f^Rft 3fR 

' 3 ^ gft Rfg tfl WT Ejg> STfctR ^RlRr TR 3TT£fT% t 3ffc ^JRt ^ RJTgT ER=T Ejg eff^ 
^ ggg if t Esft REFER t I ftRft ift WhM RRf ^ arfcT E& gft ^t 5 RT RERR gg 
IMW f^cf gt f^Rft Jit I RTfEtERT^ cRt ITF TJePJcT REH 

F^iRT Flf^g 1% cRTI cfrl'RUrHd? gfgg ERT f^R^RR giftTERlcRrlf cRg^ft gRJ f^ffc^ EFT Ft 
I^IT RTFT t I gf^ 3TRTRT f^Rft R^ERg- ^?I Eft ERTg?t cRR gfrffi gg ^ FtEt Eft RF F#' 
^JTtrfT Eg RRRFT % $gft f^Rft Effact Eft g^ EJERTgERl eft gW *t cRftft gft gf ftft | 
gf^ giRicmoixi'i c^ ^rt cRFf cjfr *flcbk gR ftrgT rfe? ft ggr, ftg Rtg ?jftg Eft reerr 
^Fcft ^ ^lRj<7>|ct?Tl^3ft cf>t cr)■ gclJ cRc^cf) H^l Ff RRcfl' I F^T JTcRR cRRUrTRfcR R5RJ 

RT RRR ctk W 3RfTcr t | 

/ 

45. g^[ R1TRT gRT ItfeTT 7]XT 3T^J 

TfTj Rc^ c^ ERR RF ERf^ f^IT J Ml t' 1% RTcRR^Eff P|g^|c)cO c£ 

ll(iii) ^ ^T 3 ^ etf JMgR t f^j gf^ ttr 3T%er ^ft ^ ^ Rigidl afk RFTTgf g?t 

mRRT?ft gffg Ef?r rt Ft eft f^tf^R jrrf^Efrr^t jr^ rfirt e^ ingg gg w?fr RTReR 

R^I]T gfc cTf gf f^gfgJT gRgj t f^»: 

(^) ^ ^ RTgRTt ^ Rgg *t m$M %gi ggt rrt fi^r t^gfg Ef^tgg ^ 

JtfcRRT Ef> Rq A zggg 2 JtfcRRT ^ 3TfSm> t 3tk SRtER ^ ^ RTgTett Efft W RRRt 
ER^ ^ RTgRTt ERT 3 ttf^RT t 3T2TRT RFt ReR-ReFT ^ft ERT ftgfa 3 Itf^RT t ERF |, 
3TTgRfr gg wft Rg £ %Rg rfr g^ ^ 3ggigf gg 7 jrfrRRT ^ arte t, 3ft? 
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3TRnfcRT 3fk FRTF cR^3Tf d #ET FftFFd Ft f^rfcRTt cf#T dad fF 
3TTFTd d FFTF FF ddft ^ft^FT F>FFT ddcT t; 


46. FcdR t?T d fF FTFF d FTdlF FFF ftdfdr dfadT d d^R t I fcrf^FT dd d 
fF FTTFlct Ft ftft PTHI^K dt t:- 


t?T 

3HFldl cjt Fl^l d.FF 4 

$<H FIIFld cRT f^l'Rir 

'fr'ii 

18859 

60.97 

dF 

1680 

5.49 

^dF 

1739 

5.68 

TTF^" td d fdF tFT 



cjiimif 

8515 

27.85 


47. FFdFF d F? BtcTT t % FF^R dF^ t?T d fF 3TTFTcTt Ft FTFT RjFFF 
'tTl HI d 3lfdR ■§■ | 3TTFTd d 5THI cfl FF TTFd ^JcFTFTF FTFFT \jftfcT t, Fdfd ^6)^ dd 
d |F FfTFTd Ft ddd FNF t dtc| ^dlF gRT SRfF dfad d dtt dcRF^ FTFct t I 
3RT; ftfdF FTftFFt d dF^ tdt d Fdj TjeftF Ft ft dd FF dFtt 3T|cReH cRdt FT 
3TfdF fd?T # I 

48- Wtelft 5RT FTTF 


FF WFI 7# t fd FFTtFcT f^FFt d TTTFFTFt d 3FJW? TJjjzf Ft FF^FTf d dFF 
dFFT tdf d ft STfcT CRT dFd 3TTF>?H fdFT FTTF | ^ FTFct d AllldcRI CRT fcp?T£T F?df 
FTcT Fdt FT Fd FF t fd FrTFTdF dd d d FF^ d?T dcT Fd FfFT TFT t cRrtfcTR 

FFFt FtFF FTTFT#T dt Ft f^ratcT FtFF d FFFt FFT t I FFTft, FTTFR d |F fdM 
d Ffd dd Ft d FF 3?d Fd ftcRddl t fd FTfFTdF td d |TF ft^ddt gRj 

Ftf d% Fd FfF TTFFt I FF FFT fdrfd d 3ftF FfftFT M-Hlf^ld Ft FfTcTT t, FTF FFc£ 
td d |TF f^TFfcff FF F§F J JeF FFTTF Ft FfxRT fdft FtFF d FFT dcTT t I 

FFtTFF Ft EFTF t FF^eT fF FlftFF FF ftFTF FF?t Fd ftcTF^ Fd FF FF cTF^ ftfe 
FTftFFtt Ft RtFFt F# t 3#7 TJFcRF FIT5F F7RT eftF FF FF FcTT FcTFT t fcR FTF^ 
td ■t fF FTFF 3ftF Ftc^ TJStF Ft Ft dt dt d 41d FFFFTFTFT FTFF t I 

(t) Fl>fttF TJgftF FF f^F FFT 3RF ^ 

49. FlIFctd FF FTFFFTd F[c<R eTFlt FF FFTFF FTFF Ft FRTFT FTFt t t Ft Fte£ 
FFtF Ft dt FF FFFT f dk FTFctF FMR t Tfcft 3ftF d%F FfdTFd f^lfct Ft 
fF^rFFT FTFTT t d fd t?T d 3TTdtcT t # I 




[ dFI I—1] 


: amrarRi 


27 


50. ^tf ^rpn v5TTcTT t fft medM ^ ftr m ^rtpt ^ 

PlPPid 'dcdlpi ft ^ RR JTmfcfcT FT ^fFhcT t 3fft RF£ fPrRROT ^T ^3WRt d?T 

■^Tr^TST ypl'd-lttfcdchdl R $>dcM <£W JRTrd R> TIcfTcTT 1c, Rg iRcfPr R3R dfdd MpR-M^rf 

FTcFRTtft ■dldHl ^ <*>H d^l 6l J Tl, TsTRTcfR dP dldd^??! ^cd? d?T cl41 RT tpc^ d£ll J l 

STfrT-Tjf^ ft fcl^ ^ 3TTRW RRTpl Rh ^PlcT cfR pTIT RT2J | Rfcfr fcN^cT MISdM 
dMIdl cf?f RFJ cfR% MlCd ^>T lfbdl3Tt ^T ddl^ vjtp cJTcf SFJpRT RRTp 'ddlkl FT WRT, 
FRT ^Pc[ \JSfpT ft\ f^RIcf^ 3lk R^ ft tfW)<WT3Tf ^ ^ZJTW Rp efft 

^Tef^Jerr RT RR WT 3 FR? fa^fT I MIcHM W^T RT cTFJ RRf ^T RxJ P?ff ^T 
FpT cTTcl 3TTRcT iftft ft RF "tfTPTcT FPTT F^fcF? dM'Plddl3TT ft\ RR? ft\ RTeTRen 
rrttct ^ I 

3. Plwfr 

5 j. ^dldd R pMN RR^ ^ RRcT BlPlcbl^T PtReJ PlRTcRT 1? fefr- 

(R) RT 3ff7 "cJpT ft PdPd> 'dldl r d ^Jc^I ^ efRT effpicf R 'FMcl R*J RT Pdld R7 ^ 

1? Pl'd'^l MlCd Ft ^FT 1?; 

(^l) tPc^ deiPl RT di'tdPch STfrT ic; 

pT) 7JF del RT 3fk ftft ft -3TRTTcft 5RT RRft RT ^ ff t I 

'dd«S R^3lt RT 3TT^ RT PP5?ld 3RfcTT 3TTf RT Hldcp eft -<ih^cd fcRfl 
3tcRt^PT fc|P5?rd ft 3T^T M ft 3TRFI 3fk % 3TefRT ^RTTeT ft «<Wr 

3fP iflferal ft WT ^ MRHlf^d fcfRTT t I ^cf, ftft eft dRlchd 7 3 

^ t I 


52- ^ 31lc|^ch WW1 RTT t % 3tfrRT ftftm ^dR^T3lk^c^5TcTc^ 3T2Jcn 

cTFt ^ PraffrlcT WK 3t ^rt R^3tr c^ 3TRTdt R SRTfePT MldH^lPl ^ccf7 cFfl^I 
vnit; I 


53 . F^T RfR PRtd MlPlchl'Jl ^ xfpT 3fp ^?RT ^1 ^ '?tfiT^' R^3Tt 3TRTdt R 3tfcFT 
Pra^RT d«h 'flxl ^t ETRTPt ^ 3T^RR, Mldd dlPld ^ RTR RSRpfl' ^c^h R^TPl 
efft PfRfP?T efTT pu|ij fcRIT ^ I 


rjt Pmto 

RrarRvT titt tueH^v^ ?pib 

( 3 FT#q^ < 3 TcR irfct ^ft.cFT) 

^RT: 


(i) ^0 dTItchd §c)d^i^cllcllPlcnc 1 



16.03 

(ii) 3 Ri ppjto 

148.50 

ftft 



179.14 
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54 M'kllci fcf^n Wimi t 'dM'ilchi 36 # vjfcelRsId Tlef^ cR^3Tf cf$^ 

gKI I>TT cfft uil^l cllcfl Srf^RJcRT cf^ FTTtel TRfcTH mdd^sft 

eFIWI vj|I^ | 


-3fFt wffbw 


55 tewf Wl vfcqfrw cfitf $ ^ f ^&fad xfcVT m^i vjmpft; 


(cf?) ^nf§<fri<) ?nft ftcT^- Tart ^ ^ f^rscF?Tsff <£ ?njer ^ fe mfa i dj 3rm1%ci cf^r 3 ^ 
3tfrFi f^tchql tr fcnm four w^m : 


(^) 3TRJT?T^, 2TTtoT^3# sft? mtew ^ Rpf cTRT 3RI ^ ^ 

f^L , ^ ^ ‘TO t ^r aif^gxRT j> $m eft write! ft 40 fM ^ ftte? 

1 ^ ^ ^ wtftyr £ ^RFT gft enter 

^ 40 ^ f^TRt S& STcprjcT g^r ^rax!T t I 


(f) atfcHT efft gk^iT cfR^ ^ ^ snfacF>r& srcr 3u^cf? crezfi xjutfr 

f^n wi rpiT i 


1 RT. TtRi^fq, fq^re mfeETTf 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING & ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 1st December, 2000 


PRELIMINARY FINDINGS c 

Subject: Anti-dumping investigation concerning import into India of 

certain seamless grade alloy and non alloy steel billets, bars and 
rounds from Russia, China and Ukraine. 


31/1/99-DGAD.—Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as amended in 1995 and 
the Custom Tariff (identification. Assessment and Collection of Anit-dumping Duty on Dumped 
Articles and For Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995, thereof: 


A. PROCEDURE 

'1. The procedure described below has been followed with regard to the 
investigation: 

(i) The Designated Authority (hereinafter also referred to as Authority), under the 
above Rules, received a written application from M/s. Ispat Profile India 
Limited and on behalf of domestic industry alleging dumping of certain 
seamless grade alloy and non alloy steel billets, bars and rounds from 
Russia, China and Ukraine (herein after also referred to as subject goods) 
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originating in or exported from Russia, China and Ukraine (hereinafter 
referred to as subject countries); 

(ii) Preliminary scrutiny of the application filed by petitioners revealed certain 
deficiencies, which were subsequently rectified by the petitioners. The petition 
was therefore considered as properly documented; 

(m) The Authority, on the basis of sufficient evidence submitted by the petitioner 
decided to initiate the investigations against import of the subject goods from 
the subject countries. The Authority notified the embassies of Russia, China 
and Ukraine about the receipt of application for dumping investigation before 

proceeding to initiate investigations in accordance with sub-rule 5(5) of the 
Rules; 

(iv) The Authority issued a public notice dated 9 th December 1999, published in 
the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, initiating anti-dumping investigations 
concerning imports of subject goods classified under custom code 7206.90, 
7207.19 and 7207.20 of Schedule I of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 
originating in or exported from subject countries. A corrigendum was also 

issued on 21.1.2000 making certain corrections in the list of grades subject to 
investigation; 

(v) ’ The Authority forwarded a copy of the public notices to all the known 

exporters (whose details were made available by the petitioners) and industry 
associations and gave them an opportunity to make their views known in 
writing in accordance with the rule 6(2); 

(vi) The Embassies of the subject countries in New Delhi were informed about the 
initiation of the investigation in accordance with rule 6(3) with a request to 
advise the exporters/producers from their countries to respond to the 
questionnaire within the prescribed time. A copy of the letter, petition and 
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questionnaire sent to the exporters was also sent to their respective 
Embassies, along with a list of known exporters/producers; 

(vii) The Authority forwarded a copy of the public notice to all the known importers 
(whose details were made available by petitioner) of subject goods in India 
and advised them to make their views known in writing within forty days from 
the date of issue of the letter. A copy of the petition was also provided to other 
interested parties. 

(viii) Request was made to the Central Board of Excise and Customs (CBEC) & 
Director General of Commercial Intelligence & Statistics (DGCI&S) to arrange 
details of imports of subject goods made in India during the past three years, 
including the period of investigation. 

(ix) The Authority conducted on-the-spot investigation at the premises of the 
petitioners to the extent considered necessary. 

(x) Additional information regarding injury was sought from the petitioners, which 
was also furnished; 

(xi) The Authority kept available non-confidential version of the evidence 
presented by various interested parties in the form of a public file maintained 
by the Authority and kept open for inspection by the interested parties; 

(xii) ****‘*in this notification represents information furnished by an interested 

party on confidential basis and so considered by the Authority under the 
Rules; 

(xiii) Investigation was carried out for the period starting from 1 st January 1999 to 
30 th September 1999; 

(xiv) Cost investigations were also conducted to work out optimum cost of 
production and cost to make and sell the subject goods in India on the basis 
of Generally Accepted Accounting Principles (GAAP) and the information 
furnished by the petitioners also so as to ascertain if anti-dumping duty lower 
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than dumping margin would be sufficient to remove injury to the domestic 
industry; 

(xv) The Authority sent a questionnaire, to elicit relevant information, to the 
following known exporters, in accordance with Rule 6(4); 


1. Tianjin Pipe Corpn, PR China 

2. Multiera Commodities Ltd., Ukraine 

3. Chelia Binsk Tube Rolling Plant, Russia 

4. Volski Tube Mill, Russia 

5. Volski Tube Mills, Russia 

6. Tyazhpromexport, Russia 

7. Kuznetsky Met Kombinat,'Pobedy 

8. Magnitogorsky Met Kombinat, Kirova 

9. Nizhnetagilsky Met Kombinai, Nizhny Tagil 

10. Novolipetsky Met Kombinat 

11. Cherepovetsky Met Kombinat, Mira 

12 Azovstal Met Kombinat, Leporskogo 

13 Serp 1 Molot, Zolotorozhsky Val 

14 Dalnevostochny Rolled Steel Plant, Moscow 

(xvi) A questionnaire was sent to the following known importers calling for 
necessary information in accordance with rule 6(4); 

1. Maharashtra Seamless Ltd., N Delhi 

2. Kalyani Seamless Tubes Ltd., Pune 
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3. Indian Seamless Tubes Ltd., Pune 

4. Bharat Heavy Electricals Ltd., Tiruchy 

5. Association of Seamless Tube Mfrs., Pune 

(xvii) Copies of initiation notice were also sent to 

1. Assocham, N Delhi 

2. CM, New Delhi 

3. FICCI, N Delhi 


(xvii) All interested parties were provided an opportunity to present their views on 
issues under consideration before Director (Anti Dumping) on 22.5.2000 and 
a public hearing was held under the chairmanship of Designated Authority on 
16.10.2000. 

B. VIEWS OF PETITIONERS. IMPORTERS, EXPORTERS. EMBSSIES OF 

EXPORTING COUNTRIES AND OTHER INTERESTED PARTIES 

2. PETITIONERS VIEW 

The petitioners, M/s. Ispat Profile India Limited, supported by M/s. Indian 
Seamless Alloys Limited filed petition on behalf of the domestic industry and raised 
the following major issues in their submissions:- 


3288 GI/2000—5 
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(i) The petitioner had set up the plant for manufacture of alloy and non alloy 
steel of various grades and sizes with a manufacturing capacity of 2,50,000 
tpa employing state-of-the-art technology of steel making and providing direct 
and indirect employment to over 2000 persons. 

(ii) They are currently the largest manufacturer of steel in various shapes and 
sizes and their product are not only marketed in domestic market but have 
also found favorable response from off shores. They have the reputation of 
‘zero’ defective steel and have also earned ISO 9002 Certification. Their 
products are import substitute and help in saving valuable foreign exchange. 
Their exports are also bringing foreign exchange to the tune of Rs.15 crores 
per annum. 

(iii) Substantial part of their production have been traditionally going in for 
seamless tube grade - billets, bars and rounds. However, exporters from 
Russia, Ukraine and China resorted to severe price reduction in the Indian 
market in the past three years. The prices have been reduced from about 
US$ 350 in 1996-97 to US$ 260 in April December 1998. In fact the prices 
have already been reduced to the level of US$ 209 pmt. Considering the 
expenses involved in export of goods to India, it is evident that the exporters 
are resorting to selling beiow variable cost of production. Evidently the goods 
are being dumped in the Indian market. This has severely affected these 
operations to such an extent that they hardly have any orders for seamless 
tube grades bars, billets, and rounds. 

(iv) I SPAT is a leading supplier in the country in this grade of material. ISSAL 
and Kalyani Steels Ltd., also produce these grades of material. Capacity is 
also coming up at Hospet. Though ISPAT is one the largest producer of 
seamless grades alloy and non alloy steel, yet other producers like ISSAL 
have supported the petition. Dumping from these countries have no? only 
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materially injured the existing producers but also Jvould result in material 
retardation to the establishment of new companies. 

(v) In view of severe dumping being faced in the country resulting in massive 
losses to ISPAT, they have requested for imposition of anti dumping duty on 
seamless grade alloy and non alloy steels. 

3. Views of Trade Representation of Russian Federation in India: 

(i) First of all, there is some contradiction and inaccuracy in the definitions of the 
subject matter for investigation used in the petition and notification. There is 
no category as “certain seamless grade alloy and non alloy steel billets, bars, 
rounds” in Customs or in any other official statistics. Only definition like 
“billets, bars, rounds” can be referred to and verified and therefore be taken 
into account. 

(ii) Secondly, the list of Indian producers should incorporate not only four 
companies mentioned by the petitioner but all other producers like SAIL, 
ESSAR, JINDAL, TATA etc., and correspondingly total scope of their 
production must be taken into consideration. According to “Steel Scenario 
Statistical yearbook 1999”, total production of billets, bars, rounds in India in 
1998-99 was 12,466 thousand tonnes. They have further stated that the 
share of petitioner in total Indian production is much lower and therefore there 
is serious doubt about the validity of the application. 

iii) As to the exports of the Russian origin, they in no way can affect the Indian 
domestic industry since exports of Russian origin as given in the petition and 
“Monthly Statistics of Foreign Trade in India” make up only 0.18% or 0.72% of 
the total Indian production as given in (ii) above. In view of the above there is 
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j causal link between imports from Russia and alleged material injury to the 
domestic industry. 

(iv) In addition to the above, we have not found any reliable explanation to the 
fact that the imports from Japan were not taken into account though they 
were rather high and the average prices (which might be calculated using the 
data given in the petition) were almost half of the Russian average prices. 

(v) As to the actual Russian prices, it is very clearly seen from the break-down of 
the prices given in the answers of the “Osco! Electrometallurgical combinat" 
that they are not dumping prices. 

(vi) In view of the above we consider that in general, the investigation must be 
terminated due to lack of correct, objective and verified information for it. In 
any case, in particular, no anti dumping measures must be taken against the 
Russian producers. 

4. Views of Ministry of Economy of Ukraine 

(a) There has been a violation of procedure of investigation as the complete 
description of product, information about prices, date of initiation of 
investigation and volume of allegedly dumped imports has not been given; 

(b) the petition does not contain sufficient information and evidence on the like 
product and the evidence on prices at which the product under investigation 
originating in Ukraine was sold in India; 

(c) it has also been argued that in accordance with the official Ukraine statistics, 
there is no evidence of export from Ukraine to India of the product during the 
period of investigation; 
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(d) it is therefore requested to exclude Ukraine from the list of countries under 
investigation. 


5. Submissions by the importers.users and M/s. OEMK, a Russian exporter. 


Three core issues highlighted by the counsel for M/s. Maharashtra Seamless 
Ltd., and M/s. OEMK, Russia, are as follows:- 

(a) What is the product under investigation ? In other words, the product 
on which the anti dumping duty will be imposed (product under 
consideration) 

(b) For the products so identified does the petition specify the standing 
required under Rule 5(3) (a) ? (question of standing) 

(c) Prima facie is causal link attributable to the imports from Japan is 
attributed to the three countries subject to investigation ? 

The submissions made on these issues have been discussed in detail at 
appropriate places in the findings below. Apart from the above, 
representations have been received from Federation of Engineering 
Industries of India, All India Steel Rollers Association, Prabhat Steel Traders, 
Eagle Steels etc., who are the users/importers of the specified grades of 
alloy/non alloy steel billets, bars and round, giving their comments on the 
issues highlighted above which are also dealt with below. 
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C. EXAMINATION OF THE ISSUES RAISED 

6. The submissions made by the petitioner, exporters and importers and other 
interested parties to the extent these are relevant as per Rules and to the extent 

these have a bearing upon the case have been examined and considered and have 

* 

been dealt with at appropriate places in these findings. 

D. PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION: 

7. As per the description given in the Initiation Notification, the product involved 
in the investigation is “certain seamless grade alloy and non alloy steel billets, bars 
and rounds from Russia, China, Ukraine. * The product falls under custom sub¬ 
heading 7206.90, 7207.19 and 7207.20 of Customs Tariff Act, 1975 which are only 
indicative and not binding on the scope of the investigation. The grades of alloy and 
non alloy steel billets, bars and rounds subject to the investigation have been 
mentioned in the initiation notification and corrected by corrigendum dated 
21.1.2000. These grades are - 



I.S. SPECIFICATIONS 

EQUIVALENT INTERNATIONAL 

No 


SPECIFICATION 

m 

I.S. 1875,CL1 

ASTM, SA192, AP15L Gr X 42 

m 

(NON-ALLOY STEEL) 

B53059PT - 2Gr 243, DIN, CK15 

2 

I.S 1875, CL1A 

SAE 1018, ASTMA 333 

■ 

(NON-ALLOY STEEL) 


3 

I.S 1875, CL 2 

SA1026 

■ 

(NON-ALLOY STEEL) 


B 

I.S 1875, CL2A 

ASTM, SA210A1.AP1 SLGrB 
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(NON-ALLOY STEEL) 

APISLGr X 46, APISLX-46 

5 

I.S. 1875, CL3 

ASTM,SA210GrC, SAE1030 


(NON-ALLOY STEEL) 


6. 

I.S 1875.CL3A 

SAE140,SAE1035 


(NON-ALLOY STEEL) 


7. 

I.S 1875.CL4 

BS,En 8D. 


(Non-ALLOY STEEL) 


8. 

I.S 1875,CL5 

SAE 1050 


(NON-ALLOY STEEL) 


9. 

I.S 5517, 27C15 

SAE 1530 


(NON-ALLOY STEEL) 


10. 

I.S 5517,37015 

BS, En15, SAE 1541 


(NON-ALLOY STEEL) 


11. 

I.S 4432,10C4 

ASTM, SA179, SAE 1010 


(NON-ALLOY STEEL) 

SAE 1008 

12. 

I.S 4368, 20Mn2 

DIN 2391 st 52, SAE 1518 


(NON-ALLOY STEEL) 


13. 

I.S 5517, 35 Mn6Mo3 

API N80, SAE 4042 


(NON-ALLOY STEEL) 


14. 

J.S.EQUIVALENT NOT 

SAE 4130 


AVAILABLE (ALLOY STEEL) 


15. 

I.S.EQUIVALENT NOT 

SAE 4118 (Nearest) 


AVAILABLE (ALLOY STEEL) 


16. 

I.S. EQUIVALENT NOT 

BS 3602 Pt 1500 Nb 


AVAI ABLE (ALLOY STEEL) 

(Microalloyed Steel) 

17. 

I.S.EQUIVALENT NOT 

BS 3059 PtIIGr 440 
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■ 

AVAILABLE (NON ALLOY STEEL) 


18. 

I.S. EQUIVALENT NOT 

SAE 1518 

■ 

AVAILABLE(NON-ALLOY STEEL) 


19. 

_ 

I.S 4398,103 Or 2, 

SAE 52100 

■ 

(ALLOY STEEL) 


20. 

IS 4368 20 Mn Cr i 

20 MNCRS 

21. 

IS 3749 T105 Cr 5 


22. 

IS 3930 40 Cr4 Mo 3 


23. 

IS 4368 21 Cr 1 Mo 28 


24. 

IS 5517 27 CL 5 +MO 


25. 

IS 4432 CLO 

MSL4A 

26. 

IS 5517 37 CL 5 


27. 

iS 4368 37 Si 2 Mn 90 


28. 

IS 5517 3795 37 CL 5 +Mo 


29. 

i IS 4368 40 Nl 2 Cr 1 Mo 28 



Arguments raised by various interested parties on this issue are as follows: 

8. Arguments raised by importers and exporters: In their reply to the 

initiation notification and questionnaire, the following arguments were given by the 
Counsel for importers and exporters: 

(a) As per part I of the non confidential version of the petition the product 
alleged to be dumped is certain grade alloy and non alloy steel billets, 
bars, rounds having 70mm to 250 mm dia. It is further stated in the 
petition that the subject goods have a large number of applications. It 
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has been added that the subject goods are primarily and largely used 
in production of seamless tubes. It has also been indicated that the 
said grades are used for manufacturing of seamless tubes/pipes, as 
also for some forging applications and that they are primarily used for 
production of seamless tubes/pipes. It is thus seen from the 
petitioner’s plea that the billets, bars and rounds of said size are used 
in the manufacture of seamless tubes/pipes as also in other 
applications. The petitioners have nowhere used the term ‘seamless 
grade’. 

(b) The initiation notice dated 9.12.99, however, describes in para 2, the 
product involved as ‘certain seamless grade alloy and non alloy steel 
billets, bars, rounds originating in or exported from Russia, China and 
Ukraine”. The initiation notice had introduced the words ‘certain 
seamless grade’ which are not appearing in the petition. Likewise the 
diameter of the subject goods, mentioned in the petition as 70mm to 
250 mm, has been omitted in the initiation notice. The scope of the 
product under consideration has been widened by the Authority. The 
initiation is bad on this count alone. 

(c) Regarding the product’s specification, the question whether there is a 
category called certain seamless grade alloy and non alloy steel 
billets, bars, rounds at all has to be addressed. The petitioner have 
referred to various grades such as IS 1875, IS 3749, IS 3940, IS 5517, 

IS 4432 and IS 4368 as the specification of products. The technical 
literature available shows that these grades are used for forging for 
making tools and dyes and for general engineering purposes. Some 
of these grades referred to the specification for steels are for 
hardening and tempering. Therefore, it is quite clear that these grades 
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have many applications other than merely for seamless tube making 
as specified by the petitioners in the non confidential version of the 
petition. 

(d) Anti dumping duty cannot be end use based as the objective of the 
petitioner seems to be to get the duty imposed only on the import of 
specified grades by the seamless tube manufacturers. Further the 
investigation will result in a situation where each consignment of 
billets, bars and rounds imported from the subject countries has to be 
held up by the Customs in order to perform tests to determine whether 
the item falls under one of the types subject to anti dumping duty 
resulting in absolute chaos. The anti dumping duty cannot be 
recommended on billets, bars anc rounds as the investigation is on specific 
grades only and because the importer and users for other purposes of 
the subject goods have not been involved in this investigation. The 
action of the petitioners in selecting certain grades that are not meant exclusively 
for seamless application is malafide and if the Authority conducts the 
investigation on such basis and recommends levy of anti dumping duty 
on the grounds without any reference to their end use it would amount 
to imposing duty on the said grades meant for other applications. Such an 
action is violative inasmuch as other users of the said grade have not 
been notified. Similarly all producers of billets/rounds of the said 
grades other than the petitioner, especially the integrated steel 
producers have not been considered. If their production is considered 
the standing requirements under Rule 5(3A) will not be met by the 
present petitioner. If on the other hand the duty is sought to be levied 
on the said grades alone based on the end use, such a 
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recommendation is not capable of being implemented by Customs 
apart from being contrary to the CEGAT finding in the ‘catalyst case’, 
(e) Apart from this, representation made by Federation of Engineering 
Industries, Prabhat Steel Traders, Eagle Steels and All India Steel Re- 
rollers Association have also emphasized the alternative uses of the 
specified grades for purposes other than making of seamless 
pipes/tubes and questioned the standing of the petitioners on account 
of there being other producers supplying to users other than seamless 
tube manufacturers. 

9. Submissions by domestic industry: In their submissions in reply to the points 
made by the other interested parties, the petitioners have stated that in their request 
for imposition of anti dumping duty, product under consideration mentioned by them 
is as follows:- 

" The name of the product being dumped in India is certain 
types of alloy and non alloy steels bars , billets and rounds 
having 70 mm to 250 mm dia, conforming to IS specifications or 
any other international specifications equivalent to the IS 
standards. List of the IS specifications and chemical 
compositions is enclosed with this petition." 

10. It is submitted that while quoting the initiation notification issued by the 
Designated Authority the opposing interested parties have read only the first line of 
the description and they have ignored the second line which makes description very 
clear. The initiation notice reads as - 
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The product involved in the investigation is certain 
seamless grade alloy and non alloy steel billets, bars and 
rounds originating in or exported from Russia, China and 
Ukraine. The petitioners have sought imposition of anti 
dumping duty only on the following grades of alloy and non 
alloy steel billets, bars and rounds. ” 

11. Though Maharashtra Seamless .Ltd., had argued that subject goods have a 
very wide application and have attempted to give an impression as if the subject 
goods are consumed in large volume by a large number of companies, the fact is 
that except seamless pipe producers, no other party bothered to provide necessary 
information to the Authority and represent its interests. At the time of hearing they 
had specifically desired from the representatives of the Federation of Engineering 
Industries that the details with regard to consumers of the subject goods, their 
annual requirements and their three year purchase of the subject goods from 
domestic sources and imports may be provided to the Authority to establish that 
there are other interested parties who consume this material in substantial volumes. 

It is submitted that such information is not forthcoming from these parties even to 
date. 

12. The submissions made by the importers and the response filed by the 
exporter M/s. OEMK, Russia, clearly shows that they have understood the product 
as being used mainly for manufacture of seamless tube, pipes, which is understood 
to be seamless grade. The question whether the subject goods are primarily and 
largely used for production of seamless tube is a question of fact. The fact on record 
shows that almost entire demand of the subject goods is from those producers who 
have purchased these for manufacture of seamless tubes. Further the companies 
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whose production and sales information has been provided by us represents a 
significant proportion of the producers of the subject goods. 

13. The objection of the Maharashtra Seamless Ltd., is that the action of the 
Designated Authority in both widening the scope in respect of size and restricting the 
scope based on end use is unwarranted. Since the objection is only with regard to 
the scope of investigations, the same can always be suitably modified by the DA while 
recording findings. In fact, it is the duty of the DA under the law to investigate the 
scope of proposed anti dumping duty for conducting due investigations. While the 
scope can always be restricted in subsequent investigation, the same cannot be 
widened. The scope can thus be restricted to those areas for which we have sought 
duty. It is submitted that any modification in the product description does not mean a 
modification in the product under consideration. 

14. It is submitted that the opposing interested parties have been very strongly 
arguing that seamless making is not even mentioned in the IS specifications given in 
the petition. We submit in this connection that seamless making is nothing but a 
forging application. 

15. It has been argued that the Central Government would not be in a position to 
impose the duty in case it is recommended and it would result in undue hardship to 
the consumers. In this context it is submitted that the effect of imposition of anti 
dumping duty is differential duty on the same product depending on the source. 
Implementation of the orders of DA by the Central Government in other cases 
suggest that even in this case there should not be any problem in implementing the 
order imposing anti dumping duty. Assuming, though not admitting there will be 
some difficulties in implementation of the duties, it does not imply that the domestic 
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industry should be deprived of its legitimate rights to seek protection under the 
Rules. The domestic industry is committed to supply the goods to the consumers at 
competitive prices. 

16. It has been argued that the product under consideration cannot be described 
based on end use and duties imposed accordingly. It is submitted that the product is 
described in terms of a number of important characteristics which a product is 
considered to possess and one of these characteristics is its uses, So describing the 
product by the use it is put to, does not imply that the duty is being sought on that 
particular end use only. 

17. Examination by Authority 

The Authority accepts the argument made by the domestic industry regarding 
the definition and description of the product given above. Apart from giving the 
description of the product, the Authority had mentioned specifically the grades on 
which the antidumping duty was sought to be imposed by the petitioner which should 
have eliminated the confusion projected to have been created by the word 
“seamless” grade in the Initiation notification. However, the thickness of the billets, 
bars and rounds on which duty was sought to be imposed was omitted inadvertently. 
While accepting the contention of the domestic industry the DA has decided to 
amend the description of the product as “certain types/grades of alloy and non alloy 
steel billets, bars and rounds having 70 mm to 250 mm diameter conforming to IS 
specification or any other international specification equivalent to IS standards”. 
These grades are mentioned in paragraph 7 above. Hence, the DA also restricts 
the investigation to the sizes 70-250 mm dia. The list of grades as mentioned 
in the initiation notification dated 9.12.99 and corrigendum dated 
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21.1.2000 remains the same and the findings are being issued accordingly. Here it 
may be mentioned that it is only the certain grades which have been specified in 
paragraph 7 are the subject goods under investigation and not all the grades of alloy 
and non alloy steel billets, bars and rounds as has been made out by the importers 
and Trade Representation of the Russian Federation. 

E. Like Article 

18. The petitioner has claimed that the subject goods produced by the domestic 
industry has characteristics closely resembling to the goods being imported from the 
subject countries. Further the petitioners have claimed that the goods produced by 
domestic industry and imported from subject countries have to conform to certain 
given technical specifications laid down by the consumers and the goods are in fact 
identical in nature. 

19. It has been further argued by the opposing interested parties that the DA is 
adopting a inconsistent stand in initiating the investigation. It has been argued that 
in the anti dumping investigation on seamless tubes/pipes, the Authority initiated 
investigation and published the preliminary finding discarding the arguments that 
casing, tube and line pipes are for specific end use and cannot be substituted. The 
view of the Authority is that there is such a thing as seamless grade billets, bars and 
rounds and as such they can be used only for making seamless tubes which is 
factually incorrect as demonstrated supra. If this argument is correct then 
casing/production/line pipes for specific end use cannot be treated as a single 
product. The DA cannot be correct in both the cases. 




48 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1] 


20. Examination by Authority 

In the case relating to the anti dumping investigation against imports of 
seamless tubes/pipes, it may be mentioned that there are separate custom 
classification nos. 7304.10, 7304.29 and 7304.39 respectively for line pipe, casing 
pipe and boiler pipe. This clearly shows that these pipes are defined separately in 
terms of various characteristics and at the time of import, a separate custom sub 
heading is to be mentioned. Separate duties have been recommended on these 
distinct custom classifications in the findings considering that these are different 
types of seamless tubes/pipes. 

21. The aforesaid modification in the description of the product, (by dropping the 
word 'seamless') as carried out by the Authority renders the point made by the 
importers redundant. Also it was never the argument of the DA that the specified 
grades of the subject goods are used for making seamless tubes only. In view of 
above, the DA is convinced that product under consideration being sold by the 
domestic industry are ‘like article’ to the subject goods being imported from the 
subjectcountries within the meaning of said Rules. 

F. DOMESTIC INDUSTRY, RELATIONSHIP AND STANDING OF 
PETITIONER AND SUPPORTER 

22. Rule 5(3) of the Anti Dumping Rules requires - 


The DA shall not initiate an investigation pursuant to an application 
made under sub rule (1) unless - 
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“(a) it determines, on the basis of an examination of the degree of 
support for, or opposition to the application expressed by 
domestic producers of the like product, that the application has 
been made by or on behalf of the domestic industry: 

Provided that no investigation shall be initiated if domestic 
producers expressly supporting the application account for less 
than 25% of the total production of the like article by the 
domestic industry and .; 

Explanation:- For the purpose of this rule the application shall 
be deemed to have been made by or on behalf of the domestic 
industry, if it is supported by those domestic producers whose 
collective output constitute more than 50 per cent of the total 
production of the like article produced by that portion of the 
domestic industry expressing either support for or opposition as 
the case may be, to the application 

23. Standing and Relationship 

It has been argued by interested parties opposing the petition that as per Rule 
2(b) of the Anti Dumping Rules, the domestic industry has been defined to include all 
the domestic producers engaged in the manufacture of like article. However, the 
producers were related to importers of allegedly dumped articles and may be 
excluded. It is further submitted that the supporter of the petition M/s. Indian 
Seamless Steel and Alloys Ltd., (ISSAL) is related to Indian Seamless Metal Tube 
Ltd., (ISMT) who have imported the subject goods during the period of investigation. 

It is further stated that M/s. ISSAL and ISMT have common chairman and three 
common directors and also ISTL holds shares worth Rs.1.1 crore in ISSAL. 
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24. It has further been argued by the opposing interested parties that there are 
producers of billets, bars and rounds other than the ones mentioned by the 
petitioners in the petition. If all the grades of billets, bars and rounds produced in the 
country are taken then in the year 1998-99 approximately 7.5 million MTS of billets 
have been produced and the production by the petitioner and the supporter is a 
miniscule 2 per cent of the total domestic production which will imply that they do not 
have the standing to file the petition. It has further been argued that even the grades 
mentioned in the petition have been produced by SAIL and Mahindra Ugine Steel 
Co. Ltd., (MUSCO) during the period of investigation. M/s. Maharashtra Seamless 
Ltd., have purchased 346 MTS and 278 MTS of subject goods from SAIL and 
MUSCO respectively during the period of investigation.. 


25. On the basis of the arguments mentioned above, the interested opposing 
parties have contended that the petitioner and the supporters do not have any locus 
standi to represent the domestic industry and the investigation should be terminated 
accordingly. 

26. Examination by Authority 

The Designated Authority, before initiating the investigation and also after the 
submissions were made by the interested opposing parties, contacted various Govt, 
agencies dealing with steel industry and major producers of steel in India to find out 
the status of domestic industry for the subject grades. In their replies it has been 
stated that a subsidiary company of SAIL, produced 1132 MTS of said grades in 
1998-99 and no information was available regarding the producers other than those 
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stated in the petition. Therefore, on the basis of the information available, there is 
no evidence of the production of certain grades of alloy and non alloy bars, billets 
and rounds specified in the petition being significantly more than the production 
mentioned in the petition. While addressing the question of ‘standing’, existence of 
production capacity per se is not relevant. The ‘standing’ is to be determined on the 
basis of evidence regarding the share of the petitioners and supporters in actual 
production of subject goods by the ‘domestic industry’. 

27. Regarding the question of relationship, the interested parties opposing the 
petition have raised the issue of ISSAL being related to ISMT who are the importers 
of the said grades. On verification it was found that the imports by ISMT are under 
the Duty Exemption Scheme and hence these have not entered the commerce of the 
country as these imports go into the export production. Vide the amendment dated 
15 th July 1999 to the Anti Dumping Rules, the DA has the discretion to include or 
exclude an importer of the subject goods from the definition of domestic industry. In 
this case in view of the aforesaid nature of the imports, the DA is inclined to include 
ISSAL in the scope of domestic industry. Out of total production of approximately 
80000 MTS during the investigation period, both ISSAL and Ispat Profile India 
Limited accounted for approximately 49000 MTS of the said goods produced 
domestically and this satisfies the condition of standing to file the petition. Here 
again it needs to be mentioned that it is only the total production of the specified 
grades mentioned in paragraph 7 which has been taken into account for the purpose 
of determining the stand of the petitioner and the supporter to file the petition for anti 
dumping investigation and not the total production of alloy and non alloy steel billets, 
bars and rounds. It is only the specified grades which fall within the definition of 
product under consideration and not all grades of alloy and non alloy steel billets, 
bars and rounds. 
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DEMINIMUS VOLUME OF IMPORT 

28. In their submissions made, the Ministry of Economy, Ukraine had made a 
point that in accordance with the official Ukraine statistics there is no evidence of 
export from Ukraine to India of the product during the investigation period. In their 
submissions the domestic industry has stated that they had filed detailed information 
in the petition itself that the imports of the said types from Ukraine were 1739 MTS 
and constitute 5.68% of the total imports of the subject types in India. The imports 
from Ukraine were therefore not deminimus in the investigation period. 

Examination by Authority 

29. At the time of initiation of investigation the petitioners had given evidence 
from secondary sources regarding the imports of subject goods from the subject 
countries as a prima facie evidence for the purpose of initiation. However, this 
evidence needs to be corroborated by some more authentic evidence for being 
accepted for the purpose of levying anti dumping duty. In the absence of information 
from DGCIS or Custom authorities as the records are not maintained on imports of 
bars, billets and rounds grade-wise, the DA decided to rely on the evidence 
furnished by the exporters and importers who have cooperated in the investigation 
for the purpose of verification of information submitted at the time of initiation. There 
is no evidence of information on imports having taken place from Ukraine on the 
basis of the submissions made by the importers and as no exporters participated 
from Ukraine, for the purpose of preliminary finding it has been decided to take the 
imports from Ukraine as nil and therefore, deminimus. 
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H. DUMPING & EXAMINATION OF CLAIMS ON NORMAL VALUE & EXPORT 
PRICES BY THE AUTHORITY: 

30. Under Section 9A(1)©, normal value in relation to an article means: 

(i) The comparable price, in the ordinary course of trade, for the like 
article when meant for consumption in the exporting country or territory 
as determined- in accordance with the rules made under sub¬ 
section^); or 

(ii) when there are no sales of the like article in the ordinary course of 
trade in the domestic market of the exporting country or territory, or 
when because of the particular market situation or low volume of the 
sales in the domestic market of the exporting country or territory, such 
sales do not permit a proper comparison, the normal value shall be 
either - 

(a) comparable representative price of the like article when exported 
from the exporting country or territory or an appropriate third 
country as determined in accordance with the rules made under 
sub-section (6); or 

(b) the cost of production of the said article in the country of origin 
along with reasonable addition for administrative, selling and 
general costs, and for profits, as determined in accordance with 
the rules made under sub-section (6); 

Provided that in the case of import of the article from a country other than the 
country of origin and where the article has been merely transshipped through the 
country of export or such article is not produced in the country of export or there is 
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no comparable price in the country of export, the normal value shall be determined 
with reference to its price in the country of origin. 

31. Authority sent questionnaires to the exporters from the subject countries. 
Only one exporter from Russia M/s. Oscol Electrometallurgical Combinat (OEMK) 
furnished the information in the prescribed format. As per the information furnished by 
the company the company makes profit selling the subject goods both in the domestic 
market and on exports to India. As per information furnished, some of the grades are 
being exported to India at the price below for which analog grades are being sold in 
the domestic market. Normal value has been worked out on the basis of the 
information provided by the exporter and adjustments claimed in the form of packing, 
inland freight, insurance etc., have been allowed as claimed. On the exports to India 
also, the adjustments have been claimed for packing, inland, freight and other 
expenses which also has been allowed as claimed. The dumping margin has been 
worked out on the basis of calculations made above. 

32. None of the other manufacturers in Russia has supplied information in the 
prescribed format and also no reply has been received from the 
exporters/manufacturers from China and Ukraine. As no information on normal 
value has been furnished, the DA has considered the information provided by 
petitioners for the purpose of arriving at normal value in these countries on the basis 
of constructed cost of production. Regarding the export price, the information 
available on the basis of replies filed by importers of the subject goods has been 
used for arriving at the export price at ex-factory level after making necessary 
adjustments. 
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33. New exporters 

Some of the exporters/manufacturers have claimed that they have not exported 
to India during the period of investigations. It has been the practice to allow these 
exporters to apply for review as new exporter under Rule 22 of Anti-Dumping Rules 
mentioned above as and when they export to India. 

34. Dumping Margins: 

On the basis of the best information available, the Authority has arrived at the 
dumping margins in percentage terms (as percentage of export price after 
adjustments) in the case of subject countries for products under considerations is as 
follows: 


Country and exporter 

Dumping 

margin 

Russia 


(i) M/s. Oscol Electrometallurgical Combinat (OEMK) 

10.37 

(ii) Other exporters 



73.86 

China 


All exporters 

105.12 

i 


I. INJURY 

35. Under rule 11 supra, when a finding of injury is arrived at, such finding shall 
involve determination of the injury to the domestic industry, “taking into account all 
relevant facts, including the volume of dumped imports, their effect on prices in the 
domestic market for like articles and the consequent effect of such imports on 
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domestic producers of such article.” In considering the effect of the dumped 

imports on prices, it is considered necessary to examine whether there has been a 
significant price undercutting by the dumped imports as compared with the price of 
the like article in India, or whether the effect of such imports is otherwise to depress 
prices to a significant degree or prevent price increase, which otherwise would have 
occurred, to a significant degree. 

36. Annexure II (iii) under Rule 11 supra further provides that “in cases where 
imports of a product from more than one country are being simultaneously subjected 
to Anti dumping investigation, the Designated Authority will cumulatively assess the 
effect of such imports, only when it determines that the margin of dumping 
established in relation to the imports from each country is more than two percent 
expressed as percentage of export price and the volume of the imports from each 
country is three percent of the imports of the like article or where the export of the 
individual countries less than three percent, the imports cumulatively accounts for 
more than seven percent of the imports of like article, and cumulative assessment of 
the effect of imports is appropriate in light of the conditions of competition between 
the imported article and the like domestic articles. 

37. The Authority notes that the margin of dumping and quantum of imports from 
Russia and China are more than the limits prescribed above. Cumulative 
assessment of the effects of imports are appropriate since the export prices from the 
subject countries were directly competing with the prices offered by the domestic 
industry in the Indian market. 

38. For the examination of the impact of imports on the domestic industry in India, 
the Authority has considered such further indices having a bearing on the state of the 
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industry as production, capacity utilization, sales quantum, profitability, net sales 
realization, the magnitude and margin of dumping etc. in accordance with Annexure 
II (iv) of the rules supra. 


Volume of Imports In MTS 



Russia 

China 

Ukraine 

Others 

Total 

1997 

22640 

1248 

0 

154 

27042 

1998 

31608 

3912 

3016 

4456 

42992 

POI 

(nine 
months) • 

34918 

3155 

0 

1587 

39660 


The volume of imports from subject countries has increased steadily from 
approximately 24000 MTS in 1997 to 38,000 MTS in nine months of Pol. 

39. The production of the domestic industry lias been as under: 


in MT 


Producer 

1996-97 

1997-98 

1998* 

1999** 

Ispat Profile (1) 

Ltd 

26025.88 

34042.72 

28969.66 

16865.18 

ISSAL 

33485.00 

46620.00 

44373.53 

32125.47 

Total 

59510.88 

80662.72 

L__ 

73343.19 

48990.7 


* April-Dec’98 ** Jan-Sepf 99 


5539^/^ Ut) —■ 
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From the above it is clear that the domestic industry’s production has declined as 
compared with the production level in the comparable period last year. 

40. Export Price 

T 

While the imports volume has increased there has been a steady fall in the 
export price and the ianded value from the subject countries. Between 1998 and 
1999 the average price of import from Russia fell from Rs. 15207 PMT to 
approximately Rs, 11,000 PMT during investigation period and that from China it fell 
from Rs. 13,770 to Rs.9388 PMT. This fall in the import price has forced the 
domestic industry to reduce its sale price adversely affecting their sales realisation. 

41. Utilisation of capacity 

It h3S been submitted by the petitioner and also verified by DA that the same 
facilities are used for production of various grades of alloy and non alloy steel billets, 
bars and rounds including the subject types for which this investigation is being 
conducted. In case of absence of orders the companies attempts to utilise the plant 
by producing other types of billets, bars and rounds. However, production of subject 
types of billets, bars and rounds is supposed to ensure better plant utilisation and 
higher production volume and in the absence of demand for the subject goods, the 
petitioners had to cut down the production of subject grades which also adversely 
efFected their capacity utilisation. 

42. Profit & Loss 

The landed price of imports is considerably below the fair selling price of the 
domestic industry and much below the cost of production resulting in price 
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suppression and lower sales realisation for the domestic industry. Because of these 
factors, both M/s. Ispat Profit India and M/s. ISSAL have been incurring losses. 

43. Conclusions on Injury: 

From the foregoing the following claims made regarding injury by the 
domestic industry are confirmed: 

(a) Imports of subject goods from the subject countries have increased in 
absolute terms; 

(b) The market share of the domestic industry has declined; 

(c) Production of subject goods of the domestic industry has declined; 

(d) Capacity utilization of the domestic industry has declined; 

(e) Sales in absolute volume & value terms of the domestic industry have 
declined; 

(f) Selling prices of the domestic industry have declined steeply; 

(g) Imports are significantly undercutting the selling prices of the domestic 
industry; 

(h) The profitability of the domestic industry has been severely eroded. 

The Authority therefore concludes that the domestic industry has suffered 
material injury and the claims made regarding injury during the period investigation 
by domestic industry are confirmed. 

J. CAUSAL LINK 

44. The arguments made by the interested parties opposing the petition regarding 
the causal link are as follows:- 
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(a) The domestic industry has sought anti dumping duties in respect of imports 
emanating from Russia, China and Ukraine. However, from the import data 
furnished by them, it is clear that 27% of the total imports are from Japan at 
prices which are far lower than the prices of the subject countries. In fact, the 
cif value for Japan is 55% of the cif value from Russia. 

(b) In response to this irrefutable evidence, the domestic industry made an 
interesting argument. Their argument that the subject imports from Japan 
have not hurt them as the customer who imported it from Japan is not their 
customer and hence they have not lost any market as a result of subject 
imports turns injury analysis on its head. The investigation is against a 
particular product and is not based on what the end use of the product is or 
who the customers are. Here we have a situation where a general product is 
sought to be investigated based on one end use and on top of it with 
reference to who the customers are. Such an injury analysis is unheard of in 
any anti dumping investigation in any part of the world. The Authority should 
ask the fundamental question as to whether the causal link has to be 
analysed in the manner indicated by the petitioner company. If imports have 
come from a non targeted country at a much lower price, it is inconceivable 
that such a price had not undercut the price of the domestic producers. If the 
argument of the petitioner is accepted, then the higher prices from Russia, 
China and Ukraine could not have undercut the prices of the petitioners. The 
causal link is, thus, conspicuously absent. 

45. Submissions made by the domestic industry 

In reply to the argument made above, it has been argued that in para 3 of 

Annexure II (iii) of the Anti Dumping Rules, provides that in case imports and 
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products from more than one country being simultaneously subjected to anti 
dumping investigation, DA will cumulatively assess the effect of such imports if he 
determines that: 

(a) the margin of dumping established in relation to the imports from each 
country is more than 2 per cent expressed as percentage of export 
price and the volume of the imports from each country is three percent 
of the imports of the like article or where the export of the individual 
countries less than 3% the imports cumulatively accounts for more 
than 7% of the imports of like article, and; 

(b) cumulative assessment of the effect of imports is appropriate in light of 
the conditions of competition between the imported article and the like 
domestic articles; 

46. The margins of dumping from each of the subject countries are more than the 
limits prescribed above. Quantum of imports from various countries have been as 
under:- 


Country 

Imports volume in MT 

Share of total imports 

Russia 

18859 

60.97 

China 

1680 

5.49 

Ukraine 

1739 

5.68 

Other than subject 

countries 



Japan 

8515 

27.85 




62 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA EXTRAORDINARY 


[PartI—Skc. 1] 


47. It is evident from the above that the quantum of imports from each of the 
subject country is more than the deminimus limit. Cumulative assessment of the 
effects of imports is appropriate since the export prices from the subject countries 
directly compete with the prices offered by the domestic industry in India. The DA is 
therefore requested to assess injury to the domestic industry cumulatively from the 
subject countries. 

48. Examination by authority 

The analysis of injury caused by dumping has to take into account both the 
price and volume effect of allegedly dumped imports. In this context as is clear from 
the submissions made by the domestic industry and also verified by the DA, the 
volume of imports of subject goods from subject countries is significantly more than 
volume of imports from Japan. This implies that these imports from the subject 
countries have led to erosion in the market of the domestic industry even though 
Japanese imports may also have had similar effect, Further, in terms of price 
effect, even though the price of import from Japan is lower than the price of 
import from . subject country, especially 

Russia, this does not imply that the analysis of price effect of the Russian exports is 
of no consequence. While arriving at a decision regarding the injury caused by the 
dumped imports from subject countries to the domestic industry, these factors have 
to be taken into account. 

It has been the practice to assess the injury cumulatively from the subject 
countries in the course of the investigation as per the provisions in Rules mention 
supra. In this case the argument of interested parties opposing the petition is that 
one of the countries not subject to investigation is causing injury as their price is 
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much lower than export price of the countries subject to investigation. However, 
existence of injury from exports from Japan does not imply that no injury can be 
caused by exports from countries subject to investigation. This is more so when the 
landed value of exports from the subject countries is less than the fair selling price 
of the domestic industry. In view of the above, the argument of the interested parties 
opposing petition is not acceptable to the DA and the evidence available clearly 
shows that there is a causal link between dumping from Russia and China and injury 
being caused to the domestic industry. 

K. INDIAN INDUSTRY’S INTEREST AND OTHER ISSUES 

49. The purpose of anti dumping duties, in general, is to eliminate dumping which 
is causing injury to the domestic industry and to re-establish a situation of open and 
fair competition in the Indian market, which is in the general interest of the country. 


50. It is recognised that the imposition of anti dumping duties might affect the 
price levels of the products manufactured using the subject goods and consequently 
might have some influence on relative competitiveness of these products. However, 
fair competition on the Indian market will not be reduced by the anti-dumping 
measures. On the contrary, imposition of anti dumping measures would remove the 
unfair advantages gained by dumping practices, would prevent the decline of the 
domestic industry and help maintain availability of wider choice to the consumers of 
subject goods. Imposition of anti dumping measures would not restrict imports from 
the subject countries in any way, and, therefore, would not affect the availability of 
the product to the consumers. 
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L. CONCLUSION 

51. After considering the foregoing, the Authority concludes: 

(a) Exporters from Russia and China have been exporting subject goods 
below normal value resulting in dumping; 

(b) The Indian industry has suffered material injury; 

(c) The injury has been caused cumulatively by the dumped imports of 
subject goods from the Russia and China; 

Subject goods here are defined as “ certain grades/types of alloy and 
non alloy steel billets, bars and rounds of sizes 70 mm to 250 mm 
diameter conforming to IS specification or any other international 
specification equivalent to IS standards.” List of these grades is given 
. in paragraph 7 above. 

52. It is considered necessary to impose anti dumping duty provisionally, pending 
final determination, on all imports of subject goods as mentioned above originating in 
or exported from Russia and China. 

53. The DA has, therefore, decided to recommend anti dumping duty equal to the 
margin of dumping on the subject goods from Russia and China as per the amounts 
mentioned below pending final determination:- 
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Country and exporter 

Amount of anti 

dumping duty 

recommended (US$ 

per MT) 

Russia (i)M/s. Oscol Electrometallurgical Combinat 

16.03 

(OEMK) 


(ii) Other exporters 

148.50 

China 


All exporters 

179.14 


54. It is proposed that these provisional anti dumping duty be imposed from the 
date of notification to be issued in this regard by the Centra! Government, on subject 
goods mentioned above. 


L. FURTHER PROCEDURE 

55. The following procedure would be followed subsequent to notifying the 
preliminary findings: 

(a) The Authority invites comments on these findings from all interested 
parties and the same would be considered in the final findings; 

(b) Exporters, importers, petitioners and other interested parties known to 
be concerned are being addressed separately by the Authority, who 
may make known their views, within forty days of the dispatch of this 
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notification. Any other interested party may also make known its views 
within forty days from the date of publication of these findings. 

(c) The Authority would disclose essential facts before announcing the 
final findings. 


L.V. SAPTHARISHJ, Designated Authority 
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